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Abstract 
This thesis analyses ideas of gender in the Swedish radical right. The aim of the study is to 

see if there are any differences or similarities in the way gender is being formulated by a 

populist radical right party as the Sweden Democrats (Sverigedemokraterna), the extreme 

right party, Party of the Swedes (Svenskarnas Parti) and the extreme right movement Swedish 

Resistance Movement (Svenska Motståndsrörelsen). Ideas of gender are presented in the 

theory chapter which is used later on in the analysis to compare with the radical right 

organisations of Sweden. To fulfil the aim we have performed a comparative ideological 

analysis between the three organisations and the base for our analysis is texts from each 

organisation’s webpage. The study shows that the ideological differences concerning gender 

between populism and extremism in the Swedish radical right are relatively small.  
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1. Introduction to gender in the radical right 
Europe has during the last century suffered a lot from the radical right1 ideology, which 

incorporates racism, xenophobia, anti-semitism and ethnic cleansing. This ideology has also 

contained anti-feminist standpoints where a gender hierarchy has been propagated. For 

example, National Socialism in Nazi Germany manifested a slogan aimed for the women: 

Kinder, Kirche, Küche (‘Children, Church, Kitchen’) (Heywood 1998, p. 249). Surprisingly, 

after World War Two when politics were believed to be more tolerant than before and not 

include these traits in politics, the radical right groups did not entirely disappear from the 

political sphere, the last decades Europe has seen an emergence of radical right groups 

developing and gaining success at the polls (Hainsworth 2008, p. 1-4). 

The rise of the radical right has also implied a development of a new party family, which is 

called populist radical right parties2 (PRRPs) (Mudde 2007, p. 26). These parties adopt a less 

extreme political agenda than the former groups and consequently, this has led to a high 

scholarly interest in investigating their success, impact and categorizing them.  

Research that scrutinizes the radical right ideology rarely focuses on gender and those who 

address this subject mostly centre their research on why there is a gender gap in these 

organisations. Few studies give attention to how gender is described by the radical right and 

even less studies have focused how gender is being formulated by the radical right in Sweden. 

Therefore, this research will focus on the ideas of gender in the Swedish radical right. In 

addition, ideological comparisons between extreme right parties3with the growing number of 

PRRPs have been unobserved. The Swedish Democrats (SD), Party of the Swedes (SvP) and 

Swedish resistance movement (SMR) all belong to the radical right party family in Sweden, 

but are differently categorized into PRRP, extreme right party and extreme right organisation. 

PRRPs have gained success during the last decades and this success might be a result of their 

1 We are using the term ”radical right” as a notion that classifies a so-called party family, which means that 
political parties and organizations are grouped across countries deliberately on the structure of their ideology. 
These parties and organizations are perceived as radical right because they unquestionably are situated at the 
right-most position of the political spectrum. 
2A new type of radical right parties has started to emerge since the 1980s which are called populist radical right 
parties. They are not striving towards anti-democracy, anti-constitutionalism nor are they officially fascist which 
were something that their predecessors aimed for. We here use the term populism as the primary one, whilst 
radical right works as a description of the ideology. 
3 The extreme right parties and organisations have developed their ideology from nationalism, racism and 
xenophobia. Ethnic affiliation towards the country is the most important part of radical right extremism. The 
ideology of the extreme right parties and organisations often consist of dogmatic traits where xenophobic, anti-
Semitic and racist statements occur and opinions thrive. 
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transformation from extremism to populism. It is therefore interesting to see if PRRPs still 

have similar ideas as the more extreme organisations in the radical right party family. The SD 

is a PRRP that has a history that contained more extreme elements in their politics, which is 

connected to Nazism (Towns, Karlsson, Eyre 2013, p. 1). The SD, SvP and SMR becomes 

relevant cases for a comparative study that give answers to the question of if there are any 

differences or similarities between populism and extremism in the radical right concerning 

their ideas of gender. Research on the radical right has ended up at comparing different 

PRRPs and therefore forgets comparisons with more extreme elements in the same party 

family. Further on, a lot of the research has addressed issues such as the impact from this 

ideology in European politics. This research has showed that they have a small role on the 

European level, but on the other hand side have endured more political power on the national 

level. It is therefore important to study the ideology of these parties and groups on a national 

level in order to see what kinds of ideas that they are contributing with. Thus, our aim with 

this research is to contribute to the radical right research with information concerning how the 

radical right in Sweden formulate and explain gender.  

The thesis is organized into eight chapters. To be able to give a sufficient background to the 

gap, we discuss the previous research and literature that are addressing the radical right in 

chapter two. Chapter three present different ideas about gender and also discuss social 

constructivism together with ideology. This chapter further on presents the assumptions 

surrounding the terminology about the radical right. Finally, the theories are resulting in a 

theoretical framework in the end of the chapter that will be our base for the analysis. Chapter 

four is featuring the general aim and research question of the thesis. The fifth chapter discuss 

which design and methods we are using in order to answer our aim and research questions. 

Chapter six consist of our analysis and has its structure from the research questions that are 

our base in the analytical framework. In this chapter the findings from how the organisations 

explain gender will be analysed. This chapter introduces a background of the organisations 

which deliver a more detailed presentation of the organisations. Chapter seven consists of our 

conclusion, which is the last part of this thesis. In this chapter, the reader is provided with a 

summary of the results from the analysis and answers to the research questions.  

2. Literature concerning the radical right 
Throughout the last decades, there have been an increased number of PRRPs and different 

extreme right organisations that have entered the political scene in Europe (Betz 1994, 2001, 
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Carter 2005, Hainsworth 2008, Hartleb 2012, Ignazi 2003, Merkl, Weinberg 2003, Mudde 

1995, 2007, Rydgren 2005, 2010, Zaslove 2009). The increase of PRRPs has also given a rise 

in scholars who are writing about this topic and the overwhelming literature has focused their 

research on the impact and success from the radical right or cross-national categorizations of 

PRRPs. We are presenting the literature concerning what kinds of comparative studies that 

have been made within the area of the radical right family and finally the literature review 

introduces the concept of gender in the radical right. Having gone through this literature, we 

find that there is a lack of research concerning gender ideas in the Swedish radical right. We 

therefore contribute with an ideological comparative analysis between populism and 

extremism in the Swedish radical right.  

2.1 Impact and Success from the Radical Right 
The support for the radical right has been at its rise since the 1990’s and a question scholars 

address within their studies about the radical right is if these parties have had any impact on 

national or international level due to their newly obtained success. When it comes to the 

question whether the new wave of populist radical right parties has an impact on policy 

making, and in that case how severe, has been debated among a variety of authors.  

Eatwell (2003) and Mudde (2007) claim that it is difficult to draw any conclusions 

surrounding the success. They both agree upon that the macro level development, such as 

globalization or economic crises can affect the electorate to some extent to vote for PRRPs, 

which is something that also Rydgren (2005) emphasizes in his study. Hainsworth (2008) has 

a conservative view of theories regarding the success of the radical right, but he concludes 

that the success of the extreme right parties can depend on different circumstances such as 

context, personalities, timing and to some extent when it comes to change in party name and 

rhetoric. 

Carter (2005) has another method when it comes to explaining the success of the radical right. 

Carter divides the European radical right in to five different categories based on their 

ideologies in order to see if the parties’ successes are determined from their ideological 

approach. What she discovers is that neo-Nazi parties are the most unsuccessful parties while 

successful parties can be found among all the other four categories Neo-fascist, authoritarian-

xenophobic, neo-liberal xenophobic and neo-liberal populist parties.  

However, does the success necessary mean that they have had any impact on the political 

agenda? Hartleb (2012) do to some extent agree with Mudde (2007, 2012) when it comes to 
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the low impact from PRRPs on the European Union level, but Hartleb claims that the radical 

right endures more decision-making power on national level. Hainsworth (2008) agrees with 

Hartleb and concludes that the radical right has had impact on national level due to their 

involvement in governments and coalitions, and that mainstream parties have adopted 

something that is called clothes stealing, which means that the parties have adopted some of 

the radical right’s policies.  

What is evident from the literature is that the radical right after their success according to 

Hainsworth (2008) and Hartleb (2012) have had an impact on the national political arena. 

Consequently, this would mean that more attention on what kind of ideas the radical right 

possess is important for each country in order to reach knowledge about how and with what 

ideas this party family will contribute to the national political agenda.  

2.2 Comparative Studies about the Radical Right 
In order to reach a term that is applicable on radical right parties throughout Europe, scholars 

are using comparative studies between countries. Most of the studies that have been made is 

about PRRPs around Europe and a little has been done between countries in Scandinavia. 

Moreover, the articles and books have in their aim for categorizing a party family put extra 

attention on comparative cross-national studies and in the meantime disregard studies 

between radical right organisations within one country. Consequently, this has left out 

information about the radical right ideology.  

The studies that have been made concerning the Scandinavian countries show that similarities 

can be found between the PRRPs. One example is Rydgren (2010) who shows similarities 

between Sweden and Denmark when it comes to their PRRPs. The Sweden Democrats share 

the same ideological core as the Danish Dansk Folkeparti (DF). The Norwegian 

Fremskrittspartiet (FrP) which is categorized as a PRRP has similarities with the Dutch Lijst 

Pim Fortuyn (LPF) who both are radically in opposition towards multiculturalism and want to 

end or limit immigration (Akkerman & Hagelund 2007, Minkenberg 2005, Rydgren 2010). 

There are comparative studies that compare populism and extremism within the radical right. 

Hartleb (2012) investigates Euroskepcism in an article where he compares PRRPs opinions on 

the EU in comparison to more extreme radical right parties and organisations. In his opinion 

the PRRP has a core made out of anti-elitist ideas, charismatic leaders, no fixed ideology, no 

nostalgia for fascism, politics built on stereotypes and use of protest topics. He then presents 

the characteristics for the extreme radical right parties and organisations, which are 
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dogmatism, conspiracy theories, anti-constitutionalism and roots in nationalism, racism and 

xenophobia. However, his results show that radical right groups that adopt a more populist 

approach actually have similarities with the more extreme ones. 

Minkenberg (2005) compares populism with extremism within the radical right in his article 

and brings up that more extreme groups tend to lie outside the political sphere. According to 

Merkl (2003) the more extreme groups are lowest on the radical right food chain and the 

PRRPs are situated highest. The extreme radical right organisations usually operate as social 

movements that are trying to gain support, but not run for office as the PRRPs. He continues 

by writing about PRRPs and extreme radical right parties and organisations, but lacks a clear 

comparison between them when it comes to their characteristics or ideology. Hainsworth 

(2008) concludes in his book that a lot of the PRRPs have links to more extreme groups and 

yet few scholars are writing about this connection or doing a comparative research between 

these organisations in the radical right. With the lack of ideological comparisons between 

populism and extremism in the radical right it is then highly interesting to examine which the 

differences and similarities may be between them.  

2.3 Gender in the Radical Right 
No matter what ideology or how well established the party is, the radical right party family 

have always been gender-biased and attracted significantly more men than women (Betz 

1994). Therefore, most of the literature regarding gender in the radical right put substantial 

attentiveness on describing the gender gap in the radical right. Scholars are investigating the 

voting behaviour in order to understand why people vote for them and why some people do 

not. On the other hand, few scholars have addressed the role of gender in the radical right 

ideology. Those who analyse gender, shows that the radical right parties accept a gender gap 

in the public/private spheres between the sexes. However, these studies focus only on the 

PRRPs and not on the whole party family. 

One aspect that is evident in the radical right, is the lack of females in the electorate, 

leadership and membership, which consequently leads to that most of these parties consist of 

men (Betz 1994, Hainsworth 2008, Mudde 2007, Towns, Karlsson and Eyre 2013). 

Hainsworth (2008) writes that since the 1980’s, the extreme right have secured more votes 

from males than females, which is also evident in Sweden where New Democracy won 6.7 

percent in the 1991 parliamentary election where they had 62% male voters.  
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There are several theories that try to explain this pattern and according to Betz (1994), there is 

a combination of explanations to this gender gap. In some countries there is no evidence that 

women would be less xenophobic than men and instead it is explained through reasons such 

as women are less prone to vote for new political parties with the argument that they in 

general are less interested in politics (Betz 1994). Mudde (2007) argues for something similar 

and claims that it is a lower political attendance among women in new political organisations 

that can have led to this gender gap in the radical right. It is also said that the ideology of the 

radical right is simply not advantageous for women, referring to a negative view on women in 

the labour force or a positive stand on policies against abortion (Betz 1994, Hainsworth 

2008). 

The scholars who are addressing the ideology of the radical right find that the PRRPs are anti-

feminist (Hainsworth 2008, Mulinari and Neergard 2013, Norocel 2012, Towns, Karlsson and 

Eyre 2013). A common idea within these parties is that the women should be housewives, 

while the men ought to be breadwinners. Also, Norocel (2012) write that there are ideas 

within the SD, which conclude that the family has a hierarchical structure and this is 

something that Towns, Karlsson and Eyre (2013) to some extent agree with in their article as 

well. Some of the PRRPs emphasise a traditional, anti-feministic, view where women’s only 

role is motherhood, to stay at home, take care of the children and be responsible of the 

reproduction of the nation. These traditional PRRPs are also strong opponents to abortion, 

claiming it to be mass-murder, and sceptical of quotas for women, arguing that quotas are 

discrimination (Mudde 2007). Nevertheless, there are parties with a more modern traditional 

approach to women that is more supportive to women’s position on the labour market. These 

parties are also more open to concepts like abortion and quotas of women (Mudde 2007). 

Akkerman and Hagelund (2007) and Towns, Karlsson and Eyre (2013) are analysing PRRPs 

ideology and their policies concerning gender. Policies regarding gender have been adopted 

by the Norwegian Fremskrittspartiet (FrP), Dutch Lijst Pim Fortuyn and the SD. These parties 

quickly recognized issues regarding genital mutilation, enforced marriages and violence 

against women in immigrant groups and claimed the reason behind these problems is a clash 

of civilizations. Most of the proposals from FrP were considering negative policies about 

enforcement of integration and restriction of immigration, rather than promote gender 

equality. FrP holds the view that relations between the sexes should evolve naturally without 

any state interference. They also propose to abolish the gender equality act and ombudsman. 
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Policies that actually strive to even out gender differences are left out in FrP and Lijst Pim 

Fortuyn (Akkerman and Hagelund 2007).  

What becomes evident from the literature about the radical right is that the success the party 

family has enjoyed during the last years must also then yield more studies about their 

ideology. We can also see from the literature about the radical right, that there is a gap when it 

comes to ideological comparative studies between radical right parties and more extreme 

groups within a specific country. Something that has especially been lacking is studies that 

concentrate on gender ideas in the radical right.  

Most scholars have not focused on the ideas of gender and those who have had focus on the 

ideology have merely centred their research on PRRPs and left out comparisons with other 

parties or organisations in the same party family. We on the other hand want to contribute 

with a more thorough research about their ideas concerning gender in order to be able to do a 

comparative thesis. Studies have been made in Sweden about gender in the SD, but there 

lacking a comparative study between the more extreme elements of the radical right landscape 

in Sweden. Towns, Karlsson and Eyre (2013) have already study the ideology of the SD when 

it comes to gender, but in order to make a comparative research between the subjects on the 

radical right in Sweden, we need to compare them on the same foundation. Their contribution 

however, is used as a comparison in the conclusion.  

In conclusion, we contribute to the research about the radical right with an ideological 

comparative study between three different organisations from Sweden that situate on different 

positions in the radical right spectrum. The thesis compares the SD, SvP and SMR when it 

comes to their ideas of gender.  

3. Theoretical Approach: Radical Right Terminology, 
Ideology and Gender Ideas  
In order to do a thesis about the ideology of political parties and organisations, we need to 

explain how we are using the concepts that are the base for the ideological analysis. Hence, in 

this chapter we present gender as our base concept for the analysis. The foundation of this 

chapter therefore examines the different ideas of gender. We start this chapter by presenting 

the radical right terminology, which has been used as our source of information when we 

chose which terms to use throughout the thesis. Henceforth, the analytical framework is used 
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as the base for our analysis. It is further on shown if there are any differences or similarities 

between the chosen political organisations when it comes to their ideas of gender.  

3.1 Radical Right Terminology 

The scholars have been disagreeing in which term that are grasping the radical right best and 

in order to write a thesis about this subject it is important to chose one and to be clear why 

this term is being used. In this section, information about the three concepts we have chosen 

to use is presented. 

3.1.1 Radical Right 
We are using the term ”radical right” as a notion that classifies a so-called party family, which 

means that political parties and organizations are grouped across countries deliberately on the 

structure of their ideology (Mudde 2000, p. 16-22). Even though a lot of parties have endured 

an ideological metamorphism, they are still situated far on the right side in the political 

sphere. These parties and organisations are perceived as radical right because they 

unquestionably are situated at the right-most position of the political spectrum (Ignazi 2003, 

p. 3).  

The scholars here use the term about the party family as extreme right, we on the other hand 

side have chosen to use the “radical right” instead. This is because we in this thesis are 

comparing populism and extremism and to classify the party family as extreme right 

contribute with confusion. The use of radical right implies that we write about SD, SvP and 

SMR grouped as a party family.  

3.1.2 Populist Radical Right Parties 

According to Hartleb (2012, p. 5), a new type of radical right parties has started to emerge 

since the 1980s. Compared to their predecessors these populist parties are not striving towards 

anti-democracy, anti-constitutionalism nor are they officially fascist. Populism has turned out 

to be a successful concept and an increased number of populist right-wing parties have grown 

in Europe. There are many examples where these parties have performed well during the last 

three decades (Hartleb 2012, p. 5). 

Populist parties are often referred to as anti-elitist and that they want to give an image of 

themselves as against the establishment (Hartleb 2012, p. 5). They view themselves as the 

ones that stand alone against the political institutions and the mainstream parties. This anti-

elitist aspect of populism is often referred to as the “vertical dimension”, which and is in fact 
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being translated as “us against the above” or “us against the bureaucrats” (Hartleb 2012, p. 5). 

Further on “horizontal dimension” is being referred to the values that often is related to the far 

right, a posture of “us against them from the outside” in order to distance themselves from 

immigrants and foreigners.  

Other features that are commonly connected to populism are that they often base their 

immigration politics and their arguments on prejudice and stereotypes instead of authentic 

data. They are also known to have charismatic leaders and are not afraid of being flexible in 

their ideology if that is a necessity (Hartleb 2012, p. 5). The term populism is used as the 

primary one, whilst radical right works as a description of the ideology (Mudde, 2007, p. 26). 

3.1.3 Extreme Right Parties and Organisations 

The extreme right parties and organisations have developed their ideology from nationalism, 

racism and xenophobia. First, ethnic affiliation towards the country is the most important part 

of radical right extremism. The chauvinism in this ideology can lead to that the superior 

majority attack a minority (Hartleb 2012, p. 8). Further on, the ideology of the extreme right 

parties and organisations often consist of dogmatic traits where xenophobic, anti-Semitic and 

racist statements occur and opinions thrive. These groups and parties that correspond to this 

ideology are anti-pluralist where some accept the democratic rules such as elections and 

parliaments while others plainly are anti-democratic (Hartleb 2012, p. 8). 

 

3.2 Constructivism and Ideology 
When studying ideology we assume that it is socially constructed and hence a need for 

introducing social constructivism. The consistent ontological idea constructivism gives an 

alternative explanation of why people act and take certain actions because of socially 

constructed attributes like ideas, beliefs, identities and norms (Marsh and Stoker 2010, 

Bryman 2012, Towns 2010). Culture and categories are neither programmed with a pre-

determined meaning from the beginning. Instead they are constructed through social 

interactions between different actors. Ideas are constructed by human actions and these set of 

ideas henceforth is the ground for developing different ideologies.  

According to Heywood (2012, p. 3-5), ideology is a set of ideas that acts as an organized 

political basis. These sets of ideas are working as a tool to preserve, modify or overthrow the 

existing system of power. They all have the same traits when it comes to (a) they offer a 

world view, (b) they have a model which are describing a desired future and (c) they propose 
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how to get from (a) to (b). Ideologies then work as lenses, which categorize the different ideas 

into ways of understanding the world. 

In political science it is important to study these ideas that construct ideologies and the study 

of ideology is best performed during the examination of political thought and it will penetrate 

the core of politics (Freeden 2003, p. 123). When you study ideologies, you are analysing 

these sets of ideas and the content of political thought, which are the base for example for a 

political party or organisation (Heywood 2012, p. 2-14). In this study, ideology will be used 

in an inclusive way, i.e. as a base of normative ideas of the nature of society (Mudde 2000, p. 

19-20). This further inclines that the party ideology is defined as a base of normative ideas 

about society. 

3.3 Gender  

Gender is a concept that can have a number of different meanings, depending on the social 

construction and the dominating social facts. When it comes to the concept of gender, a lot of 

the research that have been made is concerning an attempt to analyse why/how are women 

oppressed and there have been a search for organising principles which determines power 

differences between women and men (Yuval-Davies 1997, p. 5).  

Ridgeway and Smith-Lovin (1999, p. 192) construct gender as a “system of social practices”, 

which creates and maintains gender differences and organises relations of inequality on this 

basis. This view of gender involves the creation of both differences and inequalities. In this 

research we are focusing on three themes that confront the concept of gender differently and 

these themes are also the base for our ideological comparative analysis. These three themes 

help to give a broad picture of how the radical right in Sweden has constructed its ideology 

when it comes to the concept of gender. 

3.4 Explanations of sex/gender differences as natural or unnatural 
The first theme presents three different approaches to how gender differences can be 

explained. The alternatives are either that the sex and gender differences is something 

unnatural and therefore socially constructed from ideas in the society, that the differences 

between men and women are biological and therefore natural or a combination of both.  

3.4.1 Biological approach 
The biological approach to gender, also referred to as sexual dimorphism, is the view that 

there only exist two categories of humans which are genetically differentiated from each 
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other, female and male. The term refers to that men and women are opposites of each other 

and the determination of sex simply occurs through sex assignment (the process where the 

newborn baby is identified, based on genitalia, as male or female). When it comes to sexual 

dimorphism, sex is seen as the ground from where gender is developed (Wharton 2012, p. 9-

11).  

The biological approach argues that sex is a concept where the different fixed biological 

attributes you are born with defines males and females and is the explanation to our different 

behaviour. When you are born with a certain sex it will have a biological impact on your 

behaviour and social role (Stanely 2002, p. 31-32). Hence the idea of a ‘natural order’, which 

includes the notion that what is ‘natural’ is fixed, given, non-volitional and determined, and is 

thus not socially constructed, changing and volitional. The biological invocations persist 

because these are rooted in a rational way of interpreting and constructing what it is to be a 

man or a woman in our society (Stanely 2002, p. 38-40).              

3.4.2 Socially constructed approach 

Sex and gender are socially constructed. According to this view, people are born as a blank 

page without any specific characteristics regardless of what sex they are born with. From the 

moment that you are born, your sex is assigned and you become either male or female and the 

society will start to have an influence over you.  

In our daily life we have learned to determine a person’s gender from certain physical and 

behavioural traits without being able to identify their genitalia. From haircuts, clothes, voice 

and shape we can determine whether it is a man or a woman. The problem is that none of 

these characteristics are always true. Many of these attributes can vary from time, space and 

between cultures (Wharton 2012, p. 12-14).  

To a great extent, parents are those who can affect the children and their behaviour and even 

if the parents decide to raise their children in a gender neutral way, a boy might end up as a 

stereotypical boy and a girl as a stereotypical girl. This is because of sex-role socialization, 

where everyone around you always assumes that the sex you belong to inherently consist of 

certain traits and you will therefore be treated accordingly to the norms and expectations that 

are attached to it. Because of these expectations, children tend to align themselves as male or 

female in order to gain an identity and fit into the society (Davis 2002, p. 280-283). In 

conclusion, this implies that sex is determined by social constructions rather than biology. 
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3.4.3 Bio-social approach 
A third side in this discussion are the scholars who argue that biology and social influences 

cannot be held apart but instead are entwined together and is therefore called the bio-social 

perspective. The point is that neither the biological nor the social perspective can be excluded 

since they both have an impact on the gendering process.  

From this point of view, biology sets the limit so that society can only influence to a certain 

extent. Distinct attributes like anatomy and genetics are seen as ground where society steps in 

and construct gender. The bio-social perspective emphasizes that sex and gender are two 

different concepts and argues that sex only draw the line for how far gender can be 

constructed (Wharton 2012, p. 15-16). To say at birth that it is a girl or a boy sets off a 

process based on norms that will continue through their entire lives (Jackson and Scott 2002, 

p. 19).     

3.5 Gender differences as natural or political 
This theme develops the previous one by presenting information regarding if the differences 

that exist between the sexes is something that need political intervention or not. Gender 

essentialism and feminism are opposing ideas in a debate about state interference in the 

gender differences. Gender essentialism describe that the differences between the sexes are in 

no need of state intervention while feminism argues that they instead are political. 

3.5.1 No state intervention 
Gender essentialism claims the division between men and women are perceived to be natural 

and be rooted in biology (Fenstermaker and West 2002, p. 5). Gender essentialism has its base 

within the biological approach, and develops that approach by stating that the sex/gender 

differences are in no need of state intervention.  

Further on, the central belief within this ideology is that women and men are essentially or 

inherently different from one another. However, few promote that men are inherently superior 

to women. They instead claim that gender inequalities are due to that women’s and men’s 

accomplishments can be explained in terms of their choices and that the differences that have 

evoked are likely to come from individual worldviews and sense of self.  

The essentialist arguments for preserving the existing society are: Women are natural child 

bearers, the mother is the one the child naturally turns to and that the paternal link is not as 

close (Cockburn 2002, p. 188-189). A gender essentialist would state that the divisions in 
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society are natural which means that men and women only fulfil the social roles that are given 

from nature (nature have designed social roles for the man and woman).  

Often, the radical right and conservatives believe that society is essentially organic and has 

developed out of a natural necessity. This further on means that women are born to be 

mothers, stay home and care for the children and to rebel against this path is pointless and 

wrong. In conclusion, they see the differences as equal rather than unequal. Women’s 

responsibilities for the family and household and private role are as important as men’s public 

role and are therefore viewed as equals (Heywood 1998, p. 249).  

3.5.2 State intervention 
An opposition towards that gender differences are natural and does not need any political 

intervention is feminism. The characteristics of feminism highlight and investigate gender 

division within the society and regard these divisions as political rather than natural 

(Heywood 1998, p. 241). There has been an understanding that politics is an activity that 

takes place in a public sphere of political parties, institutions and public debates and that 

family life and personal relationships are normally thought of as something that is a part of 

the private sphere. The ideology of feminism, on the other hand, concludes that politics is an 

activity that takes place in all social groups and should not only be limited to the business of 

governments (Heywood 1998, p. 242). 

In order for women to receive a greater role in the public sphere of employment, education, 

the political arena, the relationship between men and women and the labour market must 

change. Men need to move from the public arena to the domestic in order to create space for 

women. Men need to change their idea of making a career and to be prepared to put it on hold 

in order to stay home for nurturing. This will shift the male dominance in the public sphere to 

a more equal public/private society between the sexes (Cockburn 2002, p. 188).  

According to Heywood (1998, p. 242), sexual inequality is something feminists have argued 

is preserved due to the sexual division of labour and have been thought of as natural rather 

than political. Therefore, they have sought to break down the distinction between the private 

woman and public man. However, there exist different opinions within the ideology of 

feminism of how the remove of the distinction between the sexes should be carried out 

(Heywood 1998, p. 242).  
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The biological differences that exist between women and men do not necessarily disadvantage 

women or their choice of social destiny. Responsibilities of motherhood such as nurturing, 

raising and educating children by a devotion to home and family life are not compulsorily for 

a woman. Childbearing and child rearing are linked together by cultural traits rather than 

biological. Women are expected to bring up their children and take care of the house due to 

the structure of the traditional family life. The responsibilities and domestic chores demanded 

upon the women could easily be undertaken by the husband or shared equally (Heywood 

1998, p .245). 

In order to clarify the feminist ideology, the gender differences are not natural except for the 

radical feminists who admit biological differences between men and women. Otherwise, the 

differences are created by a patriarchal society and therefore there is a need for state 

intervention in order to achieve gender equality. For example, men should take responsibility 

for child rearing in order to break down the hierarchical system (Cockburn 2002, p.188 and 

Gemzöe 2003, p. 162-165). 

3.6 Ideal types of women and men in the nation state 
There is today an ongoing transition from a domestic gender regime where women have the 

traditional role to nurture the family and the more modern public gender regime where 

women share an equal part of the public sphere. A party or organisation that attach 

importance to old traditions instead of a modernization are more likely to follow domestic 

gender regime while one that is striving towards modernity instead would prefer to see 

women taking part in the public sphere and go along with a public gender regime (Walby 

2006, p. 118-120).  

3.6.1 Women 
In nationalism, a constant growth of the population is essential in order to build and maintain 

a strong nation and to have a large number of workers, settlers and soldiers. Growth of the 

population may occur through immigration from other collectives, but at times when 

immigration is absent childbearing is the only option. Thus give the women a central role in 

the nation as biological reproducers where quantity of the population the important aspect. 

This has sometimes resulted in abortion being criminalized with the argument that it reduces 

the number future defenders of the nation (Yuval-Davis 1997, p. 29-30).  

The discourse of “common origin” has a significant role when it comes to the question of who 

belongs to the nation and not. Nationalists often stress the importance of being born in the 

14 
 



 

nation in order to be a part of it. To marry someone that is a part of the community could be a 

way to become a member, but it is argued from people who emphasises the importance of 

blood and its purity, that this would lead to a contamination of the blood inside the nation. 

These people are against all relationships that take place between different communities 

(Yuval-Davis 1997, p. 26-28).  

Another nationalistic discourse is the one concerning the reproduction of the nation. Instead 

of focusing on the quantity of the populations this type of approach emphasises the “quality” 

of the population. In order to build a nation of high quality, only the ones that qualify as pure 

quality are encouraged to reproduce. People that are said to be of lower quality or “feeble 

minded” should instead be sterilized by force (Yuval-Davis 1997, p. 31-32).      

In some cases of nationalism the role of women is virtually invisible and instead men’s 

significance in the nation is emphasised. Women may also be a symbol of the nation and 

further on be seen as the mother of the nation, which assignment is to produce and raise the 

children that will be the future of the nation (Walby 2006, p. 120). To use women as a symbol 

of the nation and collective is a widespread course of action where the nation/motherland is 

one big family where the women are the nurturing mothers (Towns, Karlsson and Eyre 2013, 

p. 239-240).  

The concept of “mother of the nation” can further on be found in different cultures with 

examples of “Mother Russia”, “Mother India” and “Mother Ireland”. In cases like these, 

women are only symbolic representatives for the nation. They are in fact never indented to be 

“real” actors in the society, but are rather solely a public face. This is clearly presented in the 

Hitler Youth movement where the boys were encouraged to “live faithfully, fight bravely, die 

laughing” while the girls was told to “be faithful, be pure, be German” (Yuval-Davis 1997, p. 

45). 

3.6.2 Men 
The view of men’s role as a symbol the nation has for a long time been relatively static. 

During the French Revolution in the latter part of the eighteenth century the woman that was 

seen as a revolutionary symbol of freedom were constantly competing against the male 

symbol, which was supposed to represent the working people and accounted for power, 

vigour and the struggle (Hettne, Sörling, østergård 2006, p. 197).   
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The view that men require to be competitive, assertive, aggressive and masculine and are 

constantly encouraged to be breadwinners has been relatively ageless and is still commonly 

recurrent today (Heywood 1998, p. 247). Men’s role is also described as the father of the 

nation. They are seen as the masters of the family and responsible for their wife’s and 

children’s safety and care. Paternalism is an ideology which is referred to a traditional father-

child relationship, whereas the father should take care of the children and exercise control 

over them. Further on, in paternalism, the fathers are assumed to love their children, act in 

their interest and understand their needs. In this relationship, the child is viewed to be less 

capable and competent and therefore needs the father’s guidance and authority. In addition, 

this ideology combines positive feelings for the subordinate group with the exercise of social 

control (Wharton 2012, p. 231-234). 

3.7 Analytical Framework 
In our framework we present three questions that cover the ideas found in the theory 

concerning gender. These three are used in our analysis in order to see how the radical right 

organisations in Sweden talk about gender. The results from asking these questions enable us 

to do a comparison between the organisations and investigate if there are any differences or 

similarities between populism and extremism in the radical right in Sweden. The questions 

that are the base for how they talk about gender is 1) How do they explain sex/gender 

differences? 2) Does gender equality require state intervention? 3) How do the organisations 

describe the ideal woman and man as a part of the nation state? 

 The Sweden Democrats The Party of the 

Swedes 

The Swedish Resistance 

Movement 

1. How do they 

explain 

sex/gender 

differences? 

   

2. Does gender 

equality require 

state intervention? 

   

3. How do the 

organisations 

describe their 
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man as a part of 

the nation state? 
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4 Specified Aim and Research Question 
The aim of this research is to provide an ideological comparative analysis of how gender is 

formulated in the Sweden democrats, the Party of the Swedes and the Swedish Resistance 

Movement. To reach our aim, we have three research questions that are used in the analytical 

framework and that cover the ideas of gender. The questions are what the similarities and 

differences are in: 

• How they explain sex/gender differences?  

• Does gender equality require state intervention?  

• How the organisations describe their ideal woman and man as a part of the nation 

state? 
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5. Research Design and Method: A Comparative 
Textual Analysis 

The analysis of three radical right organisations in Sweden are performed through an 

ideological textual analysis. In order to analyse their ideology, text is gathered from their 

webpage, which contains information of their ideas of gender. A qualitative comparative 

design is necessary in this research in order to clarify the differences or similarities between 

the chosen cases. The use of this method and design has implications that are being discussed 

below in this chapter.  

5.1 Design: A Comparison of Three Cases 
A qualitative comparative design is the most suitable choice in this study in order to examine 

how the radical right party family in Sweden explains gender differences as natural, unnatural 

or something in between, if there is a need for state intervention to create a gender equal 

society or how they describe the sexes’ different roles in the nation. While quantitative 

designs are more suitable in order to study a large number of cases in order to be able to 

generalize, qualitative designs are applied to receive deeper knowledge of only a few cases 

(Bryman 2012, p. 176 and Bryman 2012, p. 406). This design is used with the intention to 

clarify the potential ideological disparities and similarities between the three selected political 

organizations and therefore gain a greater knowledge and deeper understanding of a social 

setting or phenomenon in different national contexts (Bryman 2012, p. 72). 

When selecting the cases that are going to be the targets for our comparative research, several 

aspects need to be considered. First, the chosen cases needs to be similar when it comes the 

constant variables which the choice is grounded in (Hopkin 2002, p. 292-293). They should 

also possess variables that are dissimilar in order to be interesting to study (Burnham, Gilland 

Lutz, Grant and Layton-Henry 2008, p. 66).  

Therefore, the selection of cases comes from the same party family i.e. the radical right. One 

case is referred to as a PRRP, while the other subjects are referred to as an extreme right party 

and an extreme right organisation. The three specific radical right organisations that are 

examined and compared are the SD, SvP and SMR. The SD is defined as a PRRP and is 

represented in the Swedish parliament. In comparison to the SD, SvP is defined as an extreme 

right party and instead of the parliament are being represented in one municipality. The case 

of SMR is contrasting to the other cases in the sense that they are not a registered political 
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party. They are defined, just as SvP, as extreme right but instead as an extreme right 

organisation that is working outside the political sphere.  

These three selected cases are essentially the main operators within the Swedish radical right 

today which makes them the most relevant cases for our study. A possible weakness that is 

important to be aware of when comparing parties ideology is, just as Mudde (2007, p. 39) 

points out, that ideology can fluctuate between individuals and different groupings within a 

party. This could mean that a party’s official ideology might not fully reflect the reality.  

It is argued that in qualitative studies where only a few cases are examined the conclusion is 

impossible to generalize to a broader spectrum (Bryman 2012, p. 406). A qualitative study 

aim to gain a deeper knowledge about a subject where generalization is usually not the goal 

(Ariadne Vromen, p. 255). Like in this study, when we are examining only three different 

radical right organisations, it cannot be claimed to represent the mass of radical-right in the 

rest of Europe. There exists large quantity of PRRPs or extreme right organisations in most 

countries around Europe. Because of their different origin, structure and ideology they all 

have attributes that might differ from the selected organisations in this study. From an 

ideological analysis of a party, it becomes difficult to draw claims that can be generalised due 

to that gender which is our selected concept to analyse may be viewed and defined differently 

in another country. 

5.2 Source of data: Ideological texts 
In order to study the organisations’ standpoint on how they talk of gender we use their 

webpages as our source of data. By using the webpage, we get access to party programmes, 

articles and political texts with their official political standpoints. This choice of data is the 

most appropriate for our research due to the lacking of party programmes in SvP and SMR. 

On their webpage, the organisations formulate their official ideology which makes it a well 

suited platform for our search of how they talk about gender. Here we to find out if there are 

any disparities or similarities between the chosen radical right organisations.  

Unfortunately, the use of party programmes or official texts on their webpage it is not without 

problems. Mudde (2000, p. 20) is arguing that a political party or organisation often has two 

different stages, a front-stage and a back-stage. The front-stage is partially what is represented 

in the webpage.  The webpage consists of the opinions and standpoints that are demonstrated 

outwards and officially. The back-stage of a party on the other hand is, especially when it 

comes to the radical-right, what could be seen as their “true” ideology. The carefully chosen 
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formulations that are being published on the webpage have the aim to attract voters and 

appeal a broader audience and therefore might omit the more extreme ideas. Alternative 

methods in order to get another picture of their ideology and ideas within the parties could be 

through unstructured interviews with party members, officials and leaders. It might also be 

through observations of different party gatherings instead of studying the official documents 

on the webpage that are developed through internal compromises. However, we want to 

analyse their official ideology, which the party or organisation has developed through internal 

compromises. Because their writings contain proposals and policies they seek to implement if 

they get enough mandates. In this way we will know how their official ideology will affect 

their politics and especially their ideas of gender. 

5.3 Ideological Textual Analysis 
In order to analyse the chosen data we perform an ideological textual analysis, which means 

striving to find a presence of ideology or ideas in texts (Boréus and Bergström 2005, p. 19). 

The goal of using an ideological textual analysis is to be able to gain as much clarity as 

possible about opinions and arguments in a discourse. It can also be used to find and extract 

ideas that might not be directly expressed, but rather is hidden in the text. To find the essential 

ideas in a text, is by a careful reading and a search for the context the text is written in. 

(Bergström and Boréus 2005, p. 155, Esaiasson, Oscarsson, Giljam and Wängnerud 2003, p. 

233-242). With the ideological textual analysis, we will be able to understand the ideas these 

three organisations and to refine certain features about their ideas concerning gender.   

To systemize the text and from that find the answers to the broader research questions, which 

was presented in the aim we first need to ask several smaller, more precise questions to the 

text while reading it. For example when it comes to how the chosen cases explain gender and 

if they see the differences as natural or unnatural we need to ask questions like: “What is their 

standpoint of gender quotas?” or “How much emphasis do they put on gender inequality 

compared to other subjects?” From asking these questions we will eventually be able to merge 

the answer together and through that reach our aim (Esaiasson, Oscarsson, Giljam and 

Wängnerud 2003, p. 233-242).  

We use theory in the analysis chapter in order to relate our findings to previous research and 

consequently enhance the validity and reliability. Unfortunately, replication of qualitative 

studies can be tough due to that social settings change over time (Bryman 2012, p. 390). Our 

choice of data can change over time when the organisations transform their webpage, 
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especially in the case SMR where the editorial staff update the webpage on daily basis. Our 

structure in the analysis is being based on one research question at the time where we analyse 

and compare the three organisations together. The text is also being analysed in a systematic 

order where we will be starting to make our claim and then follow that up with evidence like 

quotes from the data. After that, we present alternative claims before summing up the 

findings.     

6. Analysis of Gender Ideas in the Swedish Radical 
Right 
In order to provide a basic understanding of the organisations, this chapter start with 

information about each organisation. The background presents the official information of the 

organisations, which include their ideologies and their aims and purposes. Further on, the 

analysis is then divided in accordance to the research questions. The sequence of the analysis 

therefore follow the same order as the questions are asked in the analytical framework, 

starting with “How do they explain sex/gender difference?” followed by “Does gender 

equality require state intervention?” and finally “How do the organisations describe their ideal 

woman and man as a part of the nation?”     

6.1 The Sweden Democrats 

The SD was founded in 1988 and define their ideology as social-conservative with a 

nationalistic foundation (Sverigedemokraterna 2014, A, Sverigedemokraterna 2014, B). They 

neither consider themselves as a right or left-wing party, but instead claim that they combine 

the best aspects from both left and right-wing ideologies. 

The SD also emphasise the importance of social security through welfare and attach value in 

traditions, family, law and order and the nation. By following these sets of values, the SD 

claims to be striving for a traditional welfare state that is based on security, strong solidarity 

and democracy (Sverigedemokraterna 2014, B). Some of the main issues they are engaging in 

is to implement tougher measures against criminality, more resources on elderly care in order 

to increase the quality of life for old people and particularly alter so that Sweden implement a 

more responsible immigration policy (Sverigedemokraterna 2014, C).   

The SD has been represented in several municipalities ever since the 1990s, but it was not 

until 2010 when they had a breakthrough and manage to become part of the Swedish 
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parliament. In the election 2010 the SD received 5,7% of the votes and therefore gained 20 

mandates in the parliament. Today, the SD is represented all over Sweden in 15 counties and 

246 municipalities (Sverigedemokraterna 2014, A).   

6.2 The Party of the Swedes 

SvP is a nationalist political party that was founded in 2008 (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, A). SvP 

has its base in Stockholm and operates in entire Sweden through associations in 

municipalities, activist groups and members. Through the spread of information and guidance, 

they want to create a social movement that will characterize the nation and a pride in the 

citizens (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, B). The party stresses that the individual ideology should 

not matter for the party and member’s ideology should not be of any importance or be a 

denotation for the whole party. On the other hand, they admit that several of the leading 

persons in the party address themselves as National Democrats (Svenskarnas Parti 2014. E).   

Their politics can be summarized into ten paragraphs, which can never be changed 

(Svenskarnas Parti 2014, A). One of these paragraphs is that they want to pursue a ‘Swedish’ 

Sweden, where the ‘Swedish’ people govern in the interest of the ‘Swedes’. In their opinion, 

the so-called ‘Swedes’ belong to the Western world’s genetic and cultural heritage and only 

those should be able to be citizens in Sweden (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, C). 

Democracy in their opinion has been a failed experiment and has led to a chaotic situation. 

Sweden is therefore in need for a new political system (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, C). Even 

though their ideology has anti-democratic traits they accept the political system and wants 

through participation in election reach their political goals (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, B). 

During the 2010 elections in Sweden, they won one municipality seat in the city council of 

Grästorp and in 2012 they received one more in the municipality of Nykvarn when a 

representative for another party entered the SvP (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, A). 

6.3 The Swedish Resistance Movement 
In comparison to SD and SvP, SMR is not a political party or a parliamentary organisation. 

Their perception of party politics is simply that it is an impotent illusion and therefore not 

capable of handling the problems that the nation is facing (Nordfront 2012, A). Instead they 

view themselves as a National Socialistic movement that is conducting a eugenic struggle in 

order to unite the ethnic Nordic people with a vision to create a Nordic republic.  
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The only way to reach their vision of a Nordic society is through SMR’s view of National 

Socialism as an ideology. SMR argue that in comparison to an “ordinary” nationalist, who 

just speak about a vision, but never acts according to it, a National Socialist should be 

revolutionary and take physical actions in order to create the society they are striving for. This 

physical struggle is waged against their enemies, which is everyone that does not understand 

their vision (Nordfront 2010, B, Nordfront 2012, C).   

Another aspect, which is included in their ideology, is the significant of eugenics, claiming a 

Nordic nation cannot only be united with the help of culture and traditions, but must also be 

racially homogenous in order to preserve the Nordic bloodlines. The greatest contemporary 

threat against the nation is interracial relationships (Nordfront 2013, D, Nordfront 2013, E).  

6.4 How do they explain sex/gender differences?  
Populism and extremism might not be similar in many ways and therefore the different 

classifications, however in their view of gender and how they explain sex/gender differences 

makes them more similar than you can first imagine.  

 The SD explains gender by stating that there are biological differences that are not just the 

visible physical:  

“/---/There exist biological differences between most women and men that go beyond what the 

eye can see /---/ (Sverigedemokraterna 2014, D)”  

SMR is categorized as an extreme radical right organisation in comparison to the SD, but in 

the following statement about gender, their opinions do not differ: 

“At first, it must be concluded that a man and a woman from birth is different from each other 

and this different is both physical and psychical. Within National Socialism, both of the sexes 

are needed for the survival of our people and none of the sexes are more or less worthy than the 

other one (Nordfront 2011, G)” 

Both organisations write about biological differences that are not only physical, but in fact 

also psychical. The SD writes about “/.../ go beyond what the eye can see 

(Sverigedemokraterna 2014, D)” while SMR “/.../ different is both physical and psychical 

(Nordfront 2011, G)”. A clarification in their description of sex/gender differences is through 

the biological approach where sex is seen as the base from where gender is developed 

(Wharton 2012, p. 9-11). The sex is a concept which has inherent biological attributes which 

you are born with that defines males and females and also is the explanation to the different 
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behaviour. In addition also depending on which sex you have will generate a biological 

impact on the behaviour and social role (Stanely 2002, p. 31-32). 

SvP on the other hand side, does not mention sex/gender differences and almost show no 

attention in these types of question. This does not necessarily mean that they have no opinion 

about this subject. We found a substantial amount of information regarding biological 

differences between ethnic groups, which can further on be analysed as something similar as 

the differences between the sexes. First, SvP writes that:  

“Sweden shall in the future be Swedish: Only people that belong to the western biology, 

genetics and cultural heritage /.../ (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, F)” 

Of what is visible in this statement is that SvP conclude that there are concrete genetic 

differences between different ethnicities. In the following quotes, they also write that this 

genetic difference will affect the behaviour. 

“Much of the organized crime that exists in Sweden is today strongly connected to 

distinguished ethnic groups, which means that a high degree of this type of criminality will 

decrease when ethnic strangers are deported from the country (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, G)” 

SvP write that different ethnic groups have inherently different traits that make them more or 

less criminal as these statements show. By reading this, it is easy to understand that they stress 

the importance of biological differences and that genetics can have influence on the 

behaviour, which is similar to both the SD and SMR who wrote about differences between the 

males and females.  

In addition to previous section, SD and SMR continue formulating sentences that enhance the 

picture of that they believe sex/gender differences are biological and therefore something 

natural. Both organisations believe that these differences are natural and work as complement 

to each others. The SD claim: 

“There are distinctions between women and men, which make them to see things from 

different perspectives and execute things differently. This enhances rather than debilitate the 

significance that both sexes are represented on every level in society (Sverigedemokraterna 

2014, D)” 

“/---/ There are biological differences between most of the women and men that goes beyond 

the what can be observed by the human eye. In a society where the people are free to form their 

own lives, these differences will most likely affect the choices in lives, behaviour and 

distinctions in preferences (Sverigedemokraterna 2014, D)” 
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Further on SMR keep arguing how women and men are supposed to be complements 

to each other in the society 

“/---/ The base in our organisation is the natural interaction between women and men in order 

for the society to work.” (Nordfront 2012, N) 

Hence the idea of a ‘natural order’ that includes the notion of what is ‘natural’ is also fixed, 

given and non-volitional. An explanation to their standpoints can be that biological 

invocations are common because they are rooted in a supremely rational way of interpreting 

what is a man or a woman (Stanely 2002, p. 38-40).              

However, there is a difference between the SD and SMR that becomes visible when analysing 

the texts. Sometimes it is hard to know which ideological standpoint the SD has. First, they 

write about differences between the sexes which they seem very clear to know. However, they 

do not explicitly talk about which kinds of distinctions that are between the sexes. They later 

on suddenly bring up that they admit the existence of socially constructed differences between 

the sexes. 

“Before everything, the biological traits that unify a certain group, but not the whole 

population, that there also exist socially constructed differences whose existence we admit /---/ 

(Sverigedemokraterna 2014, D)” 

What means with socially constructed differences is that people are born as a blank page 

without specific characteristics regardless of what sex they are born with. According to which 

sex you are born with, the society will start to have influence over you from birth (Wharton 

2012, p. 12-14) which makes it strange to later on dismiss this by arguing for that people are 

not born as a blank sheet. 

“/.../ Do not believe that people are born as a blank sheet that can be filled with anything 

(Sverigedemokraterna 2014, D)” 

The discussion the SD has about sex and gender may be ambiguous, but it can be that easy 

that they find sex and gender as something both biological and be influenced by the 

environment. According to the bio-social perspective, sex and gender are different concepts 

and state that sex draw the line for how far gender can be constructed (Wharton 2012, p. 15-

16). This theoretical approach towards the SD’s explanation of gender may seem well suited 

to their statements.  
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If the SD have the bio-social perspective on gender, it is still not clear which differences are 

biological. They seem to know what unifies the sexes and also which kinds of biological traits 

that you as a woman or a man inherent, but do not explicitly explain them. They also reject 

the idea that people are born as a blank sheet, while at the same time propagating for the 

existence of this theory. By writing “/.../ biological differences between most of the women 

and men that goes beyond what can be observed by the human eye (Sverigedemokraterna 

2014, D)” and that these further on can “/.../ most likely affect the choices in lives, behaviour 

and distinctions in preferences (Sverigedemokraterna 2014, D)” lead them into a biological 

approach towards sex/gender differences rather than bio-social or social constructivism. 

In contrast to the SD, SMR is much clearer about what differences that exist between the 

sexes and this might be one difference between populism and extremism when it comes to 

how the explains gender. SMR write that women have certain traits which come from their 

sex: 

“Most of the women have easier to address argumentation based on feelings. Our mother 

instincts go hand in hand with a strong feeling of understanding and nurturance (Nordfront 

2013, H)”  

By clearly state which kinds of behavioural traits women are born with makes them more 

straightforward in their formulations in comparison to the SD.   

An answer to why the SD and SMR differ from each other in their desire to explain their 

arguments concrete may be that the SD is a PRRP and SMR an extreme radical right 

organisation. A PRRP can have a more flexible ideology (Hartleb 2012, p. 5), which was 

visible when they wrote about both social constructivism and biology as something that goes 

hand in hand. By not striving for anti-democracy, anti-constitutionalism nor be officially 

fascist (Hartleb 2012, p. 5) makes a PRRP less extreme than for example SMR. Therefore the 

SD does not write clearly what believe to be female and male in order to meet a bigger 

electorate. By not having the controversial ideas of SMR might lead them to gain more 

success in elections. 

As concluded before, SD is more unclear in their formulations, whilst SMR are much clearer 

in their formulations about sex/gender and SvP does not explicitly write how they explain 

these concepts. However, the SD and SMR share the same ideological basis how they explain 

sex/gender differences. Unfortunately, SvP did not have sufficient information regarding their 

view on sex/gender differences to draw any conclusion, however the subsequent questions 
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will address how they view the ideal woman and man for the nation and if there is in need for 

state intervention and therefore will be compared to the other organisations and if the answers 

are similar to the others, their ideology can work as a clarification where they stand in this 

question. 

6.5 Does gender equality require state intervention?  
The SD, SvP and SMR see the sex/gender differences as something natural. This can be 

connected to their biological approach towards sex and gender. Gender essentialism and a 

revolt against feminism can be visible in their statements.  

SMR first dismiss feminism by argue that it is unnatural and that you should bring forward 

the differences between males and females as something positive instead of negative.  

“In their disgust against what is natural, they try to create an increased imbalance between men 

and women when men are acting feminine and women masculine (Nordfront 2014, J)” 

SMR propagate that you should not change the natural gender roles and instead see both 

sexes’ qualities which they formulate in this way: 

 “We on the other hand, see both the sexes’ qualities and consider it to be completely up to the 

individual to take responsibility for a harmonic interaction with the opposite sex (Nordfront 

2011, G)”  

This is an radical right organisation that view themselves as gender equal, where the 

differences works as complement between women and men, which therefore is something 

positive and also an essential part of the society to work.  

“National Socialism is not an ideology only for men, it is ideology where a natural interaction 

exists between men and women. It is a conception of life where the man and women function 

as complements towards each other (Nordfront 2012, J)”  

The characteristics of feminism highlight gender divisions and also investigate them within 

the society and claim that these divisions between women and men are political rather than 

natural (Heywood 1998, p. 241). As we mentioned in previous section, SMR was against 

these types of ideas and is also something that both the SD and SvP agree upon with SMR. 

“SvP propose that the gender rubbish which has been implemented in pre-schools should be 

thrown in the bin (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, H)” 

The SD does not differ from these opinions, however they write about it in a different way.  
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“In our opinion, it is completely up to the individual to choose his/her way in life. We advocate 

a formal equality where neither men nor women shall be treated differently on the base of their 

sex. If this in the future will lead to that men and women act different and in same extension, 

we do not view this as problematic (Sverigedemokraterna 2014, D)” 

Of what we got to know from the first question the SD bring up the biological differences 

between men and women which can lead to different life choices. Here they conclude that this 

is unproblematic if women choose a certain profession and men another. This is natural and 

the state should not intervene. This is not an unequal society just as SMR concluded. The SD 

views Sweden as an equal state in comparison to other countries: 

“Only by abiding to our values and through demanding the newly arrived to respect Swedish 

legislature, can we make it easier for their adjustment of the Swedish viewpoint on women 

(Sverigedemokraterna 2012, E)” 

However, what is visible from the theory of gender essentialism, few will promote men as 

inherently superior to women. This works as an explanation to what SMR, SvP and the SD 

are arguing. They would instead claim that gender inequalities are a result of women’s and 

men’s in terms of different choices and that the differences that have evoked are likely to 

come from individual worldviews and sense of self (Wharton 2012, p. 231-234). 

According to both SMR and the SD, research about gender equality seems to be irrelevant 

when the gender roles are natural and therefore this type of research do more damage than 

increase the equality. The SD continues by stating:  

“/---/ we want to move at least 50 million kronor from gender research and the state financed 

equality projects that do not show any impact in the society. Research concerning to clarify if a 

fork can be seen as masculine or feminine should be specifically moved to research about 

honour related violence (Sverigedemokraterna 2012, E)” 

To fund research that will enhance the equality in a society that is already equal is a waste of 

money and can be used on other places where it can have more result. 

The SD and SvP are against the policies that have been told to work as something that 

increase gender equality. They conclude that these proposals or policies should involve less 

freedom of choice and more restrict against individuals or families right to choose for 

themselves. This again can be connected to their biological approach and that they already 

think the society is equal. The use of quotas in the labour market or in parental allowance is 

not working for gender equality and can instead be viewed as discrimination on individual 
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rights. We claim that SMR would share the opinions of the SD and SvP in regards to quotas 

due to that they oppose feminism on every level. 

SvP and the SD share the same opinions on the use of quotas. SvP write on their webpage:  

“/---/ SvP thinks it is up to a private company to choose freely if they want to use specific 

criteria’s that can be viewed as quotas. This is the only exception and in the public sectors it 

the employment should be based on competence (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, H)” 

 The SD agree with that competence must be put before anything else and write:  

“We are against all types of quotas and special treatments. All of these policies are 

discrimination towards certain groups and other things are being placed before competence 

(Sverigedemokraterna 2014, D)” 

Quotas are a measurement that can have discriminating effects rather than create a more equal 

society. The SD develops why quotas can discriminate by posting the following text on their 

webpage:  

“/---/ Quotas is a question about perception of women. If you think women are weak victims of 

structures, you will probably propagate quotas. We in SD-women see this as ridicule towards 

women. Quotas send a signal to society that women are not able to take care of themselves and 

will enhance the patriarchal structures. We know that women are at least as competent as men 

and therefore everything we need to do in order to get more women as executives, is to support 

them to believe in themselves (Sverigedemokraterna 2012, E)”  

This text can further on be connected to what they said about formal equality which meant 

that the sexes should have equal legal rights. The SD concludes that quotas are equal to 

discrimination against women. They are being perceived as helpless and that they cannot get a 

job by themselves. However, they finish by stating “/---/ support them to believe in 

themselves (Sverigedemokraterna 2012, E)” which also is saying that we need to help them 

with support in order to get them to believe in themselves. That can also be apprehended as 

something neglecting. They conclude that something has to be done in order for them to 

believe in themselves to get executive jobs, but quotas are not the way and they do not clearly 

state how they will support women to believe in themselves.  

According to SvP, the result from a quota and who will gain from it is an important factor in 

how they view this policy. One of the main arguments SvP have is that Swedish jobs must be 

prioritized to Swedes which is written in this way:  
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“SvP stance is that Swedes should be prioritized for the Swedish jobs because Sweden is the 

country of Swedes. On the contrary, the party generally believe that available job opportunities 

should be based on competence and that different types of quotas should not be allowed within 

the public sector (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, H)” 

These formulations are similar to those that are in favour of quotas. In this formulation they 

do not write about discrimination against immigrants or competence that may be lost. 

Therefore the argument behind why they do not want to have quota for women falls apart.  

Neither SvP nor the SD wants to implement quotas in parental allowance with arguments 

regarding personal freedom and knowledge which again can be connected to the SD view of 

formal equality and then can be traced to SvP as well when both organisations sympathise in 

both parental allowance and quotas. SvP formulate their oppression towards a division in 

parental allowance in this way:  

“SvP believe that it is up to every family to choose how to divide the parental allowance. 

Therefore, SvP say no to quotas in parental allowance (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, H)” 

The SD uses the same arguments as SvP in the parental allowance discussion and also writes 

that it should be the parents who choose:    

”/---/ According to our viewpoint it should be up to the parents instead of the state to choose. 

Further on, the parents are best suited for type of choices and we want to give the parents full 

freedom of choose how this allowances should be utilized (Sverigedemokraterna 2014, D)”    

It is difficult to compare SMR with SvP and SD when it comes to concrete policies. SMR is 

not a political party and have not expressed opinions regarding quotas, however through their 

opinion regarding feminism we can make the conclusion that they would claim the same as 

SvP and the SD. As mentioned before, they dismiss feminism as something unnatural and in 

this statement they compare it to the plague:    

“Personally, I compare feminism with the plague. I consider it to increase the gap between men 

and women. Further on, feminism is destructive on both sexes. /--/ In their disgust against what 

is natural, they try to create an increased imbalance between men and women when men are 

acting feminine and women masculine (Nordfront 2014, I)” 

As mentioned before in this question, the characteristics of feminism highlight and investigate 

gender division within the society and regard these divisions as political rather than natural 

(Heywood 1998, p. 241) which is something that goes against the opinions of SMR when they 

conclude that the divisions are natural.  
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SvP do not even talk about gender equality which is an important issue for both the SD and 

SMR, however none of these parties have actually contributed with any measures that will 

enhance the equality and instead have criticized the existing ones. The proposals they have 

contributed with, which is also said to increase gender equality mostly focus on a question 

such as immigration.  

An issue that SMR and SvP agree upon is that something has to be done against the rising 

number of rape crimes in Sweden. SMR write:  

“Ever since multiculturalism and mass immigration started off in our country, we have seen a 

large increase year after year with crimes such as rape. Swedish women are seen as legitimate 

victims (Nordfront 2014, K)” 

The previous quotation mostly figures around immigrants and multiculturalism than actually 

about gender inequality or rape as a real problem. This is very similar to what SvP write as 

well:  

“/---/ The woman who is being raped by a immigrant can be sure that her destiny do not being 

seen as serious according to the society that to every price wants to protect the immigrant’s 

identity due to not create xenophobia (read: opposition towards the governing politics). Police 

will probably investigate the crime and maybe find the suspect, but in the search for him, the 

media will not be of any help due to that they will not print any description of the suspect. 

They will write about his age and height on the man but not his skin colour or other signs that 

will categorize him as an immigrant (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, G)” 

These organisations equate an immigrant to a criminal and claim that is the problem for 

Sweden rather than the criminal act of rape. SvP develop their opinions of rapes by stating: 

“Sweden is amongst those countries that have the highest amount of reported rapes per capita 

in the world. This is an extremely serious problem that the society needs to work with in a 

preventive way. Several investigations show that immigrants are extremely overrepresented in 

these sorts of crimes and it is therefore time to dissolve multiculturalism which has a strong 

influence on crime statistics so that more of the police resources can be used to arrest the 

remaining criminals. SvP wants the sentence to be increased for these kinds of crimes in order 

to send a clear signal how society views these types of crimes (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, H)” 

In order to remove this problem, the immigrants should be deported and multiculturalism 

should be dissolved. SvP and SMR have not engage in any other policy that influence gender 

equality, so this section seems rather to focus on criminal immigrants than to actually create a 

more equal society. According to their standpoint this would help Sweden to get rid of most 
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of the rapes. On the other hand, according to their agenda of removing all immigrants from 

Sweden, this seems as an argument against having immigrants and to strengthen their theory 

of what immigrants does instead of gender equality. Consequently, the removal of immigrants 

from Sweden is the primarily goal and if they succeed, it is a bonus if the crime rate on rapes 

decrease. 

The SD does not speak of rapes to the same extent as the other organisations, but we find 

another problem that has similar solution as SMR and SvP had to reducing rapes. This 

problem is also the only thing the can be related to the SD’s work for an equal society. This 

issue is about the violence and oppression in the name of honour and they formulate their 

proposals in this way:  

“Oppression and violence in the name of honour is socially accepted, legit and even a norm in 

many cultures while these acts against women and children in Swedish culture are strongly 

condemned (Sverigedemokraterna 2012, E)” 

“Violence and oppression in the name of honour has no connection to lonely men who practice 

these acts towards their women due to a need of control or addiction problems. This is about a 

systematic oppression and violence coming from the family, relatives and friends. Mothers and 

other women are included in these types of acts. A network in 150 people can be involved in 

the control over one young woman and something like this is not comparable to ethnic Swedish 

men’s violence against women or ethnic Swedish women’s violence against men 

(Sverigedemokraterna 2012, E)” 

Of what can be analysed through these quotations is that the SD argues in similar ways SvP 

and SMR. Their work for more gender equality is more about immigrants and to make them 

assimilate to the equal Swedish society. By claiming that this violence is connected to 

cultures, they focus on problems with integration and immigration rather than equality. By 

also stating that Swedish men’s violence against their partners are not comparable to honour 

violence makes that kind of violence less serious and all the focus moves towards that the 

violence an immigrant is using against his partner is much worse.  

Again, in the following quote the SD stresses the importance of their equality policy as the 

only important one in comparison to parties and organisations that have been most famous for 

their strivings of equality: 

“The persons, political parties and organisations that are most famous for striving for equality, 

rarely devote their effort on this question. Instead, they put a lot of focus on sex neutrality in 

cases such as ‘hen’ instead of him/her. They focus on debating the sex segregated labour 
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market, which include the wage gap between men and women and how this should be fixed 

through quotas and gender pedagogy. However, when it comes to violence and oppression in 

the name of honour, which should be the most important issue in comparison to pre-school 

staff who read children’s books where girls titled as her and boys as him (Sverigedemokraterna 

2012, E)” 

The problems surrounding different wages between sexes is not presented as a problem nor is 

the sex segregated labour market. This may again be explained through their views of a 

gender equal Sweden and further on their natural explanation of sex/gender differences. 

Therefore, their proposal about reducing the violence connected to honour seems to be a 

contradiction to what they have written before about formal equality and quotas. As 

mentioned before:  

“In our opinion, it is completely up to the individual to choose his/her way in life. We advocate 

a formal equality where neither men nor women shall be treated differently on the base of their 

sex (Sverigedemokraterna 2014, D)” 

This has been working as their base in questions of quotas and parental allowance. Therefore 

this proposal seems to be more about immigrants and assimilation of cultures. We do not 

claim that this proposal is not about striving for gender equality, but the reasons behind might 

be other than gender equality. To be against all policies that are said to work for more equality 

by claiming for an formal equality and then propose that they are the only part who brings up 

the most important gender issue in the society go against the basis of how they view gender 

and sex. Both SvP and the SD seem to contradict themselves when for example SvP at one 

moment propagate for quotas and in the next are totally against it. The same goes for the SD 

in how they first neglect every policy for gender equality in the name of what should be 

natural and left alone, but in both the SD’s case and SvP, as soon as immigrants can be used 

as something negative towards immigration or multiculturalism, they change their 

standpoints. In order to solve these kinds of crimes the SD have similar solution as SMR and 

SvP had to rapes. However, the SD does not want to deport all immigrants:  

“Want to see that several measures are being implemented and the first is a long term which 

means that we go from integration politics towards assimilation politics. In practice this means 

that it must be an end to legitimate and encourage violence in the name of honour by letting 

women have separated open hours at public baths, we should not give support to associations 

that do not in practice admit women’s equal rights, or to operate new hymens in young women, 

or recommend them needle their vagina during the wedding night in order to create a bleeding 

as a sign of virginity (Sverigedemokraterna 2012, E)”  
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In conclusion, all three organisations do not want state intervention to equal the society 

between females and males. This is mostly because of how they explained the sex/gender 

differences as something natural, which makes proposals about gender equality irrelevant. As 

a continuation from the first question on whether or not SvP had a biological approach 

towards sex and gender differences, it can be visible from this question that they share the 

opposition against feminism and state intervention. We have shown that the SD and SMR 

opposition to feminism has its base in a view of feminism is characterized as something that 

goes beyond of what is natural. Further on, SvP use the same arguments and are against the 

same policies which strengthen the statement that they share the biological approach towards 

sex/gender differences. The only time the organisations have come up with a proposal to 

enhance gender equality has consisted more of immigration critique rather than the relation 

between men and women. 

6.6 How do the organisations describe their ideal woman and man 
as a part of the nation?  

One recurrent statement from the SD and SMR is that women and men should play an equal 

important role in the society and that they are complementing each other. It is argued that 

women should be free to choose what they want to be and do while they are encouraged to be 

strong and independent. SMR describes how women should behave as:  

“Our young girls shall not be weak, merciful, small and helpless. No, they shall instead be like 

their brothers, be encouraged and fostered to be strong and brave (Nordfront 2011, G)”  

They further describe women as having a vital role in the “struggle” to reach and realize their 

National Socialistic vision:  

“With that in the back of our head it becomes reprehensible to not encourage women with their 

unique abilities to take part in the struggle (Nordfront 2013, L)”  

Similarly the SD states that they do not have a predetermined perception of how men and 

women should behave and what specific roles they should shoulder:  

“Nor shall it be interpreted that we as a party have a determined perception concerning how 

women or men should behave or in what area they should be educated or work within 

(Sverigedemokraterna 2014, D)” 

From reading only these statements you easily get the perception that the SD and SMR are 

open for different roles for both men and women and even encouraging women to take on a 
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public role in the nation. The problem is that these kinds of statements do not go along very 

well with the types of policies they are supporting which closer describe their view of the 

relationship between genders.        

Earlier in the theory chapter we wrote that women’s role in the society from a nationalistic 

perspective can often be determined purely as biological reproducers, producers of children in 

order to build a strong state (Yuval-Davis 1997, p. 26-30). These ideas can more and less be 

applied on all three organisations where the SD has a more careful and not as extreme 

approach as SvP and SMR.  

One common aspect in the way of viewing women as biological reproducers of the nation is 

through a restrictive approach to abortion. To prohibit or restrict the opportunity for women 

have an abortion means that some women will be forced into pregnancy and motherhood 

against their own will. Since all three organisations are critical of abortion we claim that they, 

to various degrees, are forcing women into this role. The SD does not want to completely 

prohibit abortions, but claim:    

“We view the high numbers of abortions with great concern. We want to implement a plan of 

action in order to decrease the number of abortions. The party advocates, just as most countries 

in Europe, free abortion until the 12th week of pregnancy (Sverigedemokraterna 2014, D)” 

This is a rather big leap from what today is 22 weeks in Sweden. On the other hand, compared 

to the other two organisations approach to abortion it is not as extreme. SvP see the high 

number of abortions as a great problem: 

 “/---/ The Party of the Swedes advocates zero tolerance regarding abortions (Svenskarnas Parti 

2014, H)” 

This actually makes SvP the only organisation to directly formulate a wish to ban abortions. 

SMR never actually take a direct stand if abortion should be allowed or not but claims that the 

ideas of feminism have  

“/.../created a breeding ground for cynical and egocentric women, infanticide (so-called 

abortion), sterility, children without parents and men that are unable verbally and physically 

defend their wife, children and their people and country (Nordfront 2012, M)” 

We interpret their way of defining abortion as infanticide as they believe that abortion should 

be abolished or least indicate their critical view of it. There is no doubt that SvP and SMR has 
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a more radical approach against abortion than the SD, but SvP see the low rate of child birth 

in the nation as a severe problem that needs state intervention: 

 “/.../ means that political measures are taken in order to facilitate and encourage Swedish 

families to have more children (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, H)” 

One way of doing this in practice would be to give financial benefits to those who give birth 

to ethnic acceptable children. In order to do this they would: 

“/.../ fund which on yearly basis would donate an economic contribution to the three first born 

ethnic Swedes every year /.../ (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, I)” 

What they are writing is that the government should use political tools to push women in the 

nation into having more children, which also means they are pushing them into a role of 

childbearing and motherhood.  

When it comes to SMR, there are really no question marks in whether women and men have a 

determined role and where their positions in the society should be. They are very clear and 

open with their opinion that the traditional gender role is created by the nature and something 

you are born into:    

“It is written in our history (in the better chapters) and in our genes how gender roles can be 

divided and has to be divided, if the society shall consist. All we need is to trust the nature /.../ 

(Nordfront 2012, M)” 

Because of these natural roles it is consequently obvious for them that women’s task is to be 

the mother and responsible for the children while the man should put food on the table:  

”/.../ I chose to say female responsibility because mother and child are by nature closely 

connected to each other. The natural consequence of this is that the man’s responsibility will be 

other tasks like providing financially (Nordfront 2012, M)” 

They also makes it clear that predetermined roles is not just something that concerns women 

but also men.   

As we demonstrated earlier in the theory, men’s role in the nation is often explained as 

breadwinners of the family and is expected to be brave and, if needed, violent in order to 

protect the family but also the entire nation (Heywood 1998, p. 247). Once again, this rhetoric 

that can be found among all three organisations where in the SD and SvP it becomes most 

evident in their opinions concerning military service where they emphasise the importance of 
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young men to defend the country, but leave the women out. To argue that it is men’s 

obligation to defend their family and nation and at the same time claim that women should be 

able to participate only if it is voluntarily clearly speak for this male role.  

The SD argues that if you live in a country and are taking part of its benefits it is also your 

responsibility to defend it when it is needed:  

“The one who benefit from a country’s freedom should also be ready to defend that freedom 

(Sverigedemokraterna 2014, F)”  

They then restrict this opinion from being every citizen’s responsibility in to being mandatory 

for men: 

“/.../ In the case of women and men who are not fit for military service compulsory military 

service should only be applied during war. Women should however be able to voluntarily take 

part in the armed part of the military (Sverigedemokraterna 2014, F)”  

It is thereby clear that they make a distinction between the responsibilities for men and 

women have towards that nation. When it comes to men as defenders of the nation SvP has 

the same opinion as the SD: 

“/.../ Our party advocates a re-establishment of compulsory military service for young men, 

while young women that want to serve Sweden in the military voluntarily should be able to 

enlist according to the same criteria as men (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, C)” 

What the SD and SvP is saying is that just from the fact of being a man you are, or at least 

should be, able to use violence to defend your family and nation. Once again SMR are 

relatively clear when it comes to how a man should behave and what according to them the 

ideal male role is. According to SMR, the modern man in the society is not fulfilling his 

obligations as their natural role implies: 

“So what are the men supposed to do? Well, something like what the Nordic men not is doing 

today. Defend its people, foster their sons to men of honour and glory and make sure that the 

family/dynasty has what they need in order to live a safe and adequate life (Nordfront 2011, 

G)”  

Instead of just concentrating on defending family and nation, SMR also enters the area of 

paternalism, even if it is limited solely to their sons. They emphasises the importance of 

fathers fostering their sons to become honourable men and leave their dotters out. Further on 

SMR see men as fathers of the nation that have a greater understanding than their female 
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fellows of what has to be done in order to defend them. By claiming that men see things that 

needs to be done, which women do not understand, they situate men in a position above 

women and argue that men’s role in the nation are more important:    

“The men of resistance are in several ways supposed to carry the role as a father. With that 

parable I mean that the women are defying the men like teenagers are defying their father. And 

just like a father continues to defend his daughter despite her foolishness the men of residence 

will continue to defend their mothers, sisters, women and girlfriend (Nordfront 2013, H)”  

What defines the role of men in all three organisations is the general view that all men should 

be strong and brave in order for them to live up to the obligation as defenders. What is 

different from SMR in comparison to the SD and SvP, is that SMR are very open with the fact 

that they are unhappy with the way some men are acting today and not accordingly to their 

expected roll.  

As a consequence of encouraging the role of women as biological reproducers they are risking 

to restrict women to solely the private sphere and as a further consequence of that men’s role 

will remain to be in the public, as the breadwinners. According to SMR this is not a problem, 

in fact it is even natural that women stay home and being responsible for the household and 

the children while the men belong in the public sphere and are expected to put food on the 

table. They argue that the feminist ideas of behaviour are a threat to these natural roles and 

claim:  

“This type of behaviour can be seen among women who argue that education and professional 

life is more important than parenting and household and that the man (and the state) has to step 

in when she is not able to take her female responsibilities. (Nordfront 2012, M)”  

They keep arguing further on that it is the nature that made the women more suitable for the 

task that belong to the private sphere:  

“/.../ The truth is that someone has to organize the home and take care of the children and the 

elderly. The nature has ensured that in 99% of all cases it is the woman who is the most 

suitable for these tasks (Nordfront 2011, G)”  

The SD and SvP are not as outspoken as SMR, but we argue that they are encouraging women 

to stay in the private sphere and be responsible of the home. The most adequate example of 

this is how they want to construct the parental allowance. According to the SD: 
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“In our opinion, it is completely up to the individual to choose his/her way in life. We advocate 

a formal equality where neither men nor women shall be treated differently on the base of their 

sex (Sverigedemokraterna 2014, D)” 

In this case, the SD and SvP have the exact same opinion when SvP explain their view as:  

“Party of the Swedes consider that it is up to each individual family to decide how the family 

shall distribute the parental insurance within the family. Party of the Swedes therefore says no 

to quotas concerning the parental insurance (Svenskarnas Parti 2014, H)” 

We have already established that the SD, SvP and SMR are not interested in taking any 

concrete actions in order to even out the gender differences that exist. To further on choose to 

support a parental insurance where it is possible to transfer all the responsibility in the private 

sphere on one person, in a society that have a problem of unequal gender division between the 

private and public sphere, is the same as accept and support the already existing gender roles 

where the majority in the private sphere are women and in the public are men.       

To reconnect to the discussion concerning abortion and negative population growth we argue 

that when women are encouraged to have more children and are forbidden to do abortion in 

order to build a strong state, they are automatically forced in to a role that keeps them away 

from the public sphere. In this case the SD are not as radical as SMR and SvP, which could 

mean that their restrictive view of abortion could have another base than what is argued 

above. The policy would still have the same consequence on women and their role in the 

nation. There is no doubt that the SD is going in the same direction as SvP and SMR, which 

means a restriction of the laws concerning abortions, as they at the same time chose not to 

support a parental insurance that would dived the responsibility of childcare equally between 

the parents.  

7. Conclusion 
All three organisations that have been studied in this thesis all share the biological view of sex 

and gender differences. However, what divides the organisations is that SvP and SMR are 

both very clear and upfront with their opinions and do not hesitate to be outright with their 

biological and ethnic beliefs, while the SD is more ambiguous in their rhetoric.  

The reason why we have assessed the SD to be relatively close to SvP and SMR in these 

questions is because their outspoken desire does not match up with their standpoints in more 

detailed political questions. They might claim they see women in an equal way and 
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supporting gender equality, but the concrete policies they are supporting are pointing in the 

same direction as SvP and SMR propagates.  

The radical right organisations in Sweden believe that the distinctions between sex and gender 

are something natural and consequently none of them see it as particularly necessary to take 

any specific actions for gender equality except for policies that has the aim to assimilate 

immigrants. When it comes to how they describe the ideal woman in the nation, SMR is 

clearly the most outspoken organisation and argue that women should be responsible for the 

private sphere. They also argue that these gender roles are natural and should therefore never 

be changed. All three organisations are relatively consistent when it comes to how they view 

men’s role in the nation. Primarily, all organisations conclude that men have an obligation to 

be brave and strong in order to defend the nation. As a consequence of how they explain the 

women’s role in the nation, they automatically put the responsibility for the breadwinning into 

the hands of men. 

Before this study was made there was a lack of literature concerning ideological differences 

between PRRPs and the extreme right in Europe and especially in Sweden. Further on, there 

was a gap when it comes to comparative studies about the ideas of gender in the radical right 

in Sweden. Studies concerning Swedish radical right and gender have performed earlier but 

have then been limited to the SD. Thereby, this study has filled the gap by finding out more 

about the differences and similarities in ideas of gender between populism and extremism in 

the radical right. 

A possible extension of this thesis would be to compare the same radical right organisations, 

but instead of focus on another area instead of gender, which would be interesting to find out 

if there is another issue area where their ideas are similar. According to our findings, it would 

be very interesting to see if there is a relation between these types of ideas within nationalism, 

which is something that the radical right party family consist of and if these types of gender 

ideas can be generalised in the ideology of nationalism instead of just one country and three 

organisations. A possibility would therefore be to perform a similar study in several countries 

and then compare the conclusions.        

What was stated in chapter two, the result from this thesis will be compared to previous 

research. Towns, Karlsson and Eyre (2013, p. 1-7) reach in several cases similar conclusions 

as we have concerning how the SD view gender issues. For example, they argued that the SD 

claims to support gender equality while at the same time propagate for policies that would 
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increase inequality. This ambiguous position towards gender issues also is visible when they 

mention their policies against honour related violence, which Towns, Karlsson and Eyre 

(2013, p. 1-7) and we conclude is more about immigration than gender equality. However, our 

research differs from Towns, Karlsson and Eyre (2013), in many ways. First, we have used 

another approach to reach the same conclusion, which means that a comparative ideological 

analysis has been used in this thesis. This is motivated through that in order to compare the 

radical right in Sweden, we need to ask the same questions and use to somewhat similar data. 

Another part of our result differs from theirs and that is how the organisations explained sex 

and gender differences as something biological have been the base for how the organisations 

have formulated the two other questions.  

Akkerman and Hagelund (2007, p. 11-12) are analysing LPF and FrP that both emphasises the 

importance of women’s rights and gender equality. What Akkerman and Hagelund (2007) 

conclude is basically the same as we have found in the SD, SvP and SMR. The fact that they 

see the existing gender differences as natural and therefore do not see any reason to 

implement policies to make it more equal. These similarities are interesting in the fact that 

this can be connected to the ideas of gender within the radical right party family can be traced 

to something else than just one country.  

Further on, Hartleb (2007, p. 9) discusses differences and similarities between populism and 

extremism in the radical right in relation to Euroscepticism. Hartleb argue that even though 

the extreme radical right organisations have a more outspoken and hardcore approach to 

Euroscepticism, both PRRPs and the more extreme organisations is striving in the same 

direction with similar agenda. These claims can be compared to our results, which also show 

similarities between populism and extremism in the radical right. The most significant 

difference between the radical right organisations in Sweden has been that the SD as a PRRP 

uses a less extreme rhetoric in comparison to SvP and SMR. 

We believe that a lot of people in Sweden assume that there is an enormous ideological 

difference between a PRRP as the SD and the two extreme right organisations SvP and SMR. 

In some areas these organisations may have opposing ideas, but what this study has shown, is 

that the radical right in Sweden share similar ideas of gender. This is a result that we argue is 

extremely important to enlighten, due to that PRRPs often trying to distance themselves from 

the more extreme elements in the same party family.     
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