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Abstract - This essay examines the resurgence of national socialist and other anti-systemic ideologies in 

the 21st century, arguing that this phenomenon is rooted in historical grievances, economic anxieties, and 

the deliberate manipulation of nationalist and socialist rhetoric by authoritarian regimes and extremist 

movements. Through a historical deconstruction of anti-systemic thought, from medieval heresies to modern 

socialist movements and contemporary Eurasianism, the essay analyzes the recurring patterns and 

psychological mechanisms that underpin these ideologies. By critically analyzing the language employed 

to construct narratives, mobilize support, and demonize opponents, the essay functions as a psychological 

profile of these ideologies and their adherents, revealing their core beliefs, motivations, and strategies. The 

study focuses on how socialist ideals have been historically perverted and weaponized, as exemplified by 

Nazi Germany, the Soviet Union, and certain regimes in the Arab world. It further explores how 

contemporary challenges to the Western-led order, such as the rise of BRICS, the competition for resources 

in Africa, and the influence of figures like Alexander Dugin, utilize similar tactics of exploiting social 

divisions and manipulating historical narratives. Ultimately, the essay argues that countering these 

ideologies requires not only a robust defense of democratic values but also a nuanced understanding of the 

psychological and linguistic strategies employed in "crimes of thought" – the deliberate distortion of 

language and history to promote authoritarianism and undermine international cooperation. By exposing 

these tactics, we can better equip ourselves to defend freedom, democracy, and human rights in an 

increasingly complex global landscape. 

Index Terms - National Socialism, Anti-Systemic Ideologies, Socialism, Fascism, Authoritarianism, 

Dualism, Rhetoric, Propaganda, Eurasianism, Alexander Dugin, BRICS, Globalization, Liberal Democracy, 

Anti-Western Sentiment, Russia, China, Arab World, Medieval Heresies, Psychological Profiling, Crimes 

of Thought. 

Introduction 

The 21st century is witnessing an unsettling resurgence of national socialist and other anti-systemic 

ideologies, a phenomenon often perceived as a relic of a bygone era, decisively defeated by the Allied 

victory in World War II. This resurgence, however, is not confined to the fringes of society in the form of 

overt neo-Nazi movements. It manifests in more insidious ways, permeating mainstream political discourse 

through the rising tides of ethno-nationalism, xenophobia, and authoritarianism across the globe. 

Organizations like Freedom House have documented a concerning decline in global freedom over the past 

two decades, with numerous countries experiencing a rollback of democratic norms and an erosion of civil 

liberties. From the rise of far-right parties in Europe, such as the Alternative for Germany (AfD) and the 

National Rally in France, to the consolidation of authoritarian rule in countries like Hungary, Turkey, and 

the Philippines, the echoes of pre-war national socialist tendencies are undeniable. This resurgence is further 

amplified by the increasing assertiveness of authoritarian regimes like Russia and China, which actively 

promote illiberal values and challenge the Western-led international order. We see, alarmingly, the tactics 

and rhetorical strategies that defined anti-systemic ideologies of the past – those that fueled the rise of 

totalitarian regimes and led to the horrors of World War II – being deployed once again. These include the 

strategic use of nationalist and socialist rhetoric, often distorted for illiberal ends, the scapegoating of 

minorities, and the demonization of the "other." 
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Why undertake this in-depth historical and ideological analysis? The answer lies in the very real and present 

danger posed by the resurgence of these ideologies, particularly in their modern incarnation within Russia. 

The rise of figures like Alexander Dugin, with his Eurasianist ideology that draws upon a dangerous blend 

of traditionalism, anti-Western sentiment, and a distorted interpretation of socialist principles, provides a 

chilling example of how historical grievances and philosophical concepts can be weaponized to promote an 

authoritarian and expansionist agenda. Dugin's influence within certain circles of the Russian establishment, 

coupled with Russia's increasingly aggressive foreign policy, underscores the urgent need to understand the 

ideological currents that are shaping the current global landscape. It is not merely an academic exercise to 

deconstruct the language and narratives employed by these movements, as encapsulated in the title of this 

essay, "Crimes of Thought: Deconstructing the Psychological and Linguistic Strategies of National 

Socialism"; it is a vital necessity for safeguarding democratic values and institutions. We are not simply 

analyzing abstract ideas but dissecting the very real mechanisms by which these ideologies gain traction, 

manipulate populations, and ultimately threaten peace and security. 

This essay argues that the resurgence of national socialist and other anti-systemic ideologies in the 21st 

century is a complex phenomenon rooted in historical grievances, economic anxieties, and the deliberate 

manipulation of nationalist and, crucially, the distortion of socialist rhetoric by authoritarian regimes and 

extremist movements. To understand this threat, we must delve into the historical evolution of anti-systemic 

thought, from the dualistic heresies of the medieval era and the utopian visions of early socialism to the rise 

of fascism and the ideological battles of the Cold War. By tracing the development of these ideologies and, 

in particular, critically analyzing the language employed to construct their narratives, we are engaging in a 

form of psychological profiling, not of individuals, but of the ideologies themselves. This approach allows 

us to discern the recurring patterns in their attempts to dismantle liberal democracy, to identify their core 

beliefs and values, and to understand the psychological needs and desires they exploit. We will see how 

seemingly disparate movements, from the Cathars to the Nazis, have employed similar strategies to gain 

adherents: creating a sense of belonging through a shared identity, offering simplistic explanations for 

complex problems, and promising a return to a perceived golden age. As we analyze these historical echoes, 

we will uncover the enduring power of dualistic narratives, the seductive allure of utopian visions, and the 

dangerous potential for the perversion of socialist ideals. 

The perversion of socialist ideals by movements like Nazism, and in the contemporary context of the Arab 

world, coupled with the strategic use of economic tools and the exploitation of social divisions by both state 

and non-state actors, underscores the multifaceted threat posed to the liberal international order. Examining 

cases such as the rise of BRICS, the competition for resources in Africa, and the Eurasianist ideology of 

Alexander Dugin, reveals the diverse and evolving tactics employed by those who seek to challenge the 

West. The strategic use of economic tools, such as China's Belt and Road Initiative, or Russia's manipulation 

of energy resources, demonstrates that the challenge to the Western-led order is not just ideological, but also 

economic and geopolitical. These new centers of power often employ a rhetoric of "win-win cooperation" 

and "mutual respect" to mask their strategic ambitions, while simultaneously undermining the norms and 

institutions of the liberal international order. 

From the medieval Cathars and Bogomils, who challenged the authority of the Church and the feudal order, 

to the socialist thinkers who critiqued the inequalities of capitalism, anti-systemic movements have often 

employed dualistic narratives, dividing the world into opposing forces of good and evil. These narratives, 

while often rooted in genuine grievances, have also been manipulated to demonize opponents, justify 

violence, and consolidate power. The rise of fascism in the 20th century, particularly the national socialism 

of Nazi Germany, stands as a stark warning of how these tendencies can lead to catastrophic consequences. 

The Nazis' masterful use of propaganda, their manipulation of socialist rhetoric, and their creation of a 

totalitarian state serve as a chilling example of the dangers inherent in the fusion of nationalism, distorted 

collectivism, and authoritarian rule. Their manipulation of language created a climate of fear and hatred that 

ultimately paved the way for genocide. 

This essay will delve into these issues, providing a historical overview of the rise and fall of national 

socialism, an analysis of the ideological underpinnings of anti-systemic thought, with a particular focus on 

the manipulation and distortion of socialist ideals, and an examination of contemporary case studies that 

highlight the enduring threat posed by these ideologies. Ultimately, countering these ideologies requires not 

only a robust defense of democratic values but also a nuanced understanding of how language, particularly 
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the language of socialism, and historical narratives are weaponized to promote authoritarianism and 

undermine international cooperation. By deconstructing their narratives, exposing their underlying agendas, 

and understanding the psychological factors that make them appealing, we can better equip ourselves to 

defend the principles of freedom, democracy, and human rights in an increasingly complex and uncertain 

world. The manipulation of socialist ideals, the exploitation of economic anxieties, and the strategic use of 

anti-Western sentiment are all part of the arsenal of contemporary national socialist and anti-systemic 

movements. It is our contention that only through a thorough historical and ideological analysis, coupled 

with a critical understanding of the linguistic strategies employed, as exemplified in our analysis of Dugin's 

Eurasianism, can we hope to effectively counter these threats and build a more secure and just global future. 

The "crimes of thought" we examine are not just historical artifacts; they are a clear and present danger in 

our world today. 

Chapter II: Historical Overview: The Rise and Fall of National Socialism 

To understand the unsettling resurgence of national socialist ideologies in the 21st century, it is imperative 

to examine their historical roots and the specific social, economic, and political contexts that facilitated their 

rise and, ultimately, their catastrophic fall in the 20th century. This chapter provides a historical overview 

of this trajectory, tracing the development of key ideas and movements that laid the groundwork for national 

socialism, from the Enlightenment's challenge to traditional authority to the rise of industrial capitalism, 

global expansion, and the ideological ferment of the interwar period. By examining these historical 

antecedents, we can gain a deeper understanding of the enduring appeal of national socialist ideologies and 

the complex factors that contribute to their cyclical resurgence. The chapter will also highlight how these 

historical developments contrast with the ideals of individualism and human rights that emerged from the 

Enlightenment. 

A. From Feudalism to Enlightenment: The Seeds of Individualism 

The transition from the rigidly hierarchical structures of feudalism to the intellectual ferment of the 

Enlightenment marked a profound shift in European thought and society. This transition laid the 

groundwork for the rise of individualism, a cornerstone of liberal democracy, and, ironically, also created a 

space for counter-movements that would ultimately challenge those very ideals. 

Feudalism, with its divinely ordained social order, was fundamentally a system of collective identity and 

limited individual autonomy. The Church, a powerful institution intertwined with the feudal system, 

reinforced this worldview, emphasizing the individual's place within a larger cosmic order. Thomas 

Aquinas, in his Summa Theologica (1265-1274), articulated a hierarchical vision of society, where each 

person had a specific role to play, contributing to the overall stability and well-being of the whole. This 

system, while providing a degree of social order, stifled individual expression and social mobility. 

However, the Enlightenment, beginning in the late 17th century, challenged these traditional notions of 

authority and social organization. Thinkers like John Locke, in his Two Treatises of Government (1689), 

championed the idea of natural rights inherent to all individuals, including the rights to life, liberty, and 

property. This revolutionary concept undermined the very foundation of feudalism, which was predicated 

on inherited privilege and a rigid social hierarchy. Jean-Jacques Rousseau, in The Social Contract (1762), 

further developed these ideas, arguing that legitimate political authority should be based on the consent of 

the governed, a radical departure from the divine right of kings that underpinned feudal monarchies. 

The Enlightenment's emphasis on reason, individual autonomy, and self-governance not only challenged 

the political structures of feudalism but also fostered a new economic spirit. As trade expanded and cities 

grew, a new merchant class emerged, whose economic activities and aspirations were increasingly 

constrained by the limitations of the feudal system. This burgeoning class championed the principles of free 

trade and individual initiative, further eroding the foundations of the old order. The rise of individualism, 

both as a philosophical concept and as a lived reality, coincided with the decline of feudalism and set the 

stage for the development of capitalism and liberal democracy. This transition, however, was neither smooth 

nor universally embraced. While Enlightenment ideals gained influence, they were met with resistance from 

established powers, particularly the aristocracy and the Church, who saw their authority challenged. 

Furthermore, the rise of individualism created new anxieties and social dislocations. The seeds of a counter-
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reaction were sown, a yearning for a return to a more ordered and collectivist society, which would later be 

exploited by nationalist and socialist movements, including the national socialists. 

B. The Industrial Revolution and the Rise of Capitalism: Progress and its Discontents 

The Industrial Revolution, beginning in the late 18th century, unleashed unprecedented forces of economic 

and social change. Technological innovations, such as the steam engine and the power loom, revolutionized 

production, leading to the rise of factories and the growth of a new working class. This period marked the 

ascendance of capitalism as the dominant economic system, characterized by private ownership of the means 

of production, wage labor, and the pursuit of profit in a competitive market. 

The early narratives surrounding industrial capitalism were often celebratory, emphasizing progress, 

innovation, and individual achievement. Inventors and entrepreneurs were hailed as heroes, driving 

economic growth and improving living standards. The concept of the "self-made man," rising through hard 

work and ingenuity, became a powerful cultural ideal. Figures like Andrew Ure, in his Philosophy of 

Manufactures (1835), extolled the virtues of the factory system, portraying it as a marvel of efficiency and 

a source of national prosperity. However, the realities of industrial life for many were far from idyllic. The 

rapid growth of factories and urban centers led to overcrowding, poverty, and dangerous working 

conditions. Long hours, low wages, and the exploitation of child labor were rampant. Friedrich Engels, in 

The Condition of the Working Class in England (1845), documented the appalling living and working 

conditions endured by the working class, highlighting the stark inequalities and social costs of early 

industrial capitalism. 

These harsh realities gave rise to critiques of capitalism, most notably from socialist and Marxist thinkers. 

Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, in The Communist Manifesto (1848), argued that capitalism was inherently 

exploitative, creating a fundamental conflict between the bourgeoisie (the owners of capital) and the 

proletariat (the working class). They posited that the relentless pursuit of profit would inevitably lead to the 

immiseration of the proletariat, ultimately resulting in a revolution that would overthrow capitalism and 

usher in a communist society. 

The rise of industrial capitalism, therefore, not only transformed the economic landscape but also created 

new social divisions and ideological conflicts. While some celebrated the progress and opportunities it 

offered, others condemned its exploitative nature and its detrimental effects on the working class. This 

created a fertile ground for socialist and labor movements, which sought to improve the lives of workers 

and challenge the power of the capitalist class. It also contributed to a growing sense of unease and 

alienation, a sense that the rapid pace of change was undermining traditional values and social structures. 

This unease would later be exploited by nationalist movements, including the national socialists, who 

offered a seemingly simpler, more ordered vision of society based on national unity and a rejection of the 

perceived chaos of liberal capitalism. 

C. The Great Discoveries and the Expansion of Global Trade: Colonialism and its Consequences 

The Age of Exploration, beginning in the 15th century, marked a period of unprecedented European 

expansion across the globe, driven by a thirst for new trade routes, resources, and colonial possessions. This 

era of "Great Discoveries" had profound and lasting consequences, not only for the societies that were 

colonized but also for the development of European ideologies, including those that would later inform 

national socialism. 

European powers, fueled by advancements in navigation and shipbuilding, embarked on voyages of 

exploration and conquest, establishing vast colonial empires in the Americas, Africa, and Asia. This 

expansion was often justified by narratives that emphasized a "civilizing mission," a supposed duty to bring 

Christianity, Western culture, and technological progress to the "backward" peoples of the world. Rudyard 

Kipling's poem, "The White Man's Burden" (1899), epitomized this paternalistic and racist ideology, which 

portrayed European colonialism as a noble, albeit arduous, undertaking. However, the reality of colonialism 

was far from noble. The pursuit of wealth and resources often resulted in brutal exploitation, violence, and 

the destruction of indigenous cultures. The transatlantic slave trade, a horrific example of this exploitation, 

forcibly transported millions of Africans to the Americas, enriching European powers while inflicting 
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unimaginable suffering on the enslaved. The "Scramble for Africa" in the late 19th century saw European 

powers partition the continent among themselves, disregarding existing social and political structures and 

imposing their own systems of governance. 

The expansion of global trade, intertwined with colonialism, further fueled the growth of capitalism in 

Europe. New markets and sources of raw materials were opened up, contributing to the accumulation of 

wealth and the rise of a powerful merchant class. However, this global expansion also created new forms of 

inequality and dependence, as colonized societies were often forced into unequal economic relationships 

with their European rulers. The consequences of colonialism were not limited to the economic and political 

spheres. European powers often imposed their own cultural values and social norms on colonized 

populations, leading to the suppression of indigenous languages, religions, and traditions. This cultural 

imperialism created deep-seated resentments and fueled resistance movements that challenged the 

legitimacy of European rule. 

The legacy of colonialism would have a profound impact on the development of both European and non-

European societies. In Europe, the wealth generated from colonial exploitation contributed to the rise of 

powerful nation-states and fueled further industrial expansion. However, it also created a sense of racial 

superiority and a belief in the inherent right of Europeans to dominate other peoples, ideas that would later 

be incorporated into nationalist and racial ideologies, including national socialism. In the colonized world, 

the experience of colonialism created a legacy of resistance, a struggle for self-determination, and a complex 

relationship with the West that continues to shape global politics today. 

The terms "colonialism" and "neo-colonialism" have become prominent weapons in contemporary 

ideological and hybrid warfare against the West, serving as potent psychological tools to critique and 

challenge Western political and economic influence globally (Cooper, 2005; Betts, 2004). These terms are 

frequently directed at "Anglo-Saxon" nations, particularly the United Kingdom and the United States, 

highlighting their historical roles in colonial expansion despite the British Empire's instrumental role in the 

abolitionist movement and the United States' abolition of slavery in the 19th century (Eltis & Richardson, 

2010). This selective historical framing often overlooks the more severe colonial practices of other European 

empires, such as the Spanish, French, Belgian, and Portuguese, as well as the persistence of slavery in parts 

of Asia, the Middle East, and Africa long after its abolition in the West (Thomas, 2012). 

From a psychological and socio-psychological perspective, this strategy functions as a form of 

psychological operation (psy-op) aiming to manipulate perceptions and influence public opinion (Getachew, 

2019). By selectively emphasizing certain historical narratives, these tactics exploit cognitive biases such 

as confirmation bias and in-group/out-group dynamics, fostering a sense of collective guilt and internal 

division within Western societies (Cooper, 2005). The repeated association of Western nations with colonial 

oppression serves to undermine their moral authority and global influence, leveraging emotions like shame 

and resentment to weaken societal cohesion and national identity (Betts, 2004). 

Moreover, these psy-op strategies capitalize on social identity theory, where individuals categorize 

themselves and others into groups, leading to favoritism towards one's own group and bias against others 

(Tajfel & Turner, 1986). By framing Western countries as perpetual oppressors, adversaries can create a 

unifying narrative for opposing groups while isolating and demoralizing the target population. This 

manipulation of historical narratives becomes a powerful tool in hybrid warfare, affecting not just political 

relations but also the psychological well-being of societies (Thomas, 2012). 

Understanding these tactics is crucial, as they highlight how historical analysis can be weaponized to 

influence contemporary socio-political contexts. Recognizing the complexities of colonial histories and the 

potential for their exploitation in psychological operations allows for a more nuanced engagement with 

global ideological conflicts (Getachew, 2019). It underscores the importance of a balanced historical 

perspective to mitigate manipulation and promote informed dialogue. 

D. The British Empire: A Model of Global Capitalism and Imperialism 

The British Empire, the largest empire in history, served as both a model and a catalyst for the development 

of global capitalism and the spread of Western influence across the globe. At its zenith in the 19th and early 
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20th centuries, the Empire encompassed vast territories in Asia, Africa, the Americas, and Oceania, 

controlling a significant portion of the world's population and resources. The British Empire, therefore, 

played a crucial role in shaping the modern world, but its legacy remains deeply contested. 

The Empire was often justified through narratives of progress and civilization, with British imperialists 

claiming to bring the benefits of British law, administration, and technology to less developed societies. The 

concept of the "White Man's Burden" was used to portray British rule as a benevolent, albeit challenging, 

responsibility. However, this narrative masked the often-brutal realities of colonial rule, which involved 

economic exploitation, political repression, and cultural suppression. 

Economically, the British Empire was instrumental in the expansion of global capitalism. British companies 

established vast trading networks, extracted resources from the colonies, and created new markets for British 

manufactured goods. The imposition of free trade policies, often at the expense of local industries, further 

integrated the colonies into the global capitalist system, often in a subordinate position. The economic 

exploitation of India, for example, was particularly severe, with British policies contributing to the decline 

of Indian industries and the extraction of vast amounts of wealth (Naoroji, 1901). 

Politically, the British Empire was characterized by a variety of forms of rule, ranging from direct rule in 

colonies like India to indirect rule through local elites in protectorates and dominions. While the British 

often claimed to be promoting good governance and the rule of law, their policies were often designed to 

maintain British control and suppress any challenges to their authority. Anti-colonial movements emerged 

across the Empire, demanding self-determination and an end to British rule. Leaders like Mahatma Gandhi 

in India employed non-violent resistance to challenge the legitimacy of British rule and inspire a mass 

movement for independence. 

The legacy of the British Empire is complex and multifaceted. On the one hand, the Empire contributed to 

the development of infrastructure, legal systems, and educational institutions in many parts of the world. 

On the other hand, it was built on exploitation, violence, and the suppression of indigenous cultures and 

traditions. The rise and fall of the British Empire are intertwined with the broader historical trends of 

industrialization, globalization, and the rise and decline of great powers. The two World Wars of the 20th 

century severely weakened Britain, both economically and militarily, while the rise of nationalist 

movements in the colonies further undermined the foundations of the Empire. The dismantling of the British 

Empire in the mid-20th century marked a major turning point in world history, leading to the emergence of 

numerous independent nation-states and a shift in the global balance of power. However, the legacy of 

British imperialism continues to shape the political, economic, and cultural landscape of many former 

colonies, and the debates about its impact and significance continue to this day. It also left a complex legacy 

of both admiration and resentment towards Western models of governance and economic development, a 

legacy that continues to influence global politics and the rise of anti-systemic movements. 

E. The United States and the Rise of Financial Capitalism: A New Global Power 

The decline of the British Empire coincided with the rise of the United States as a global superpower, 

particularly in the aftermath of World War II. The United States, with its vast industrial capacity, its 

powerful military, and its commitment to promoting free-market capitalism, emerged as the dominant force 

in the Western world, shaping the post-war international order and promoting a vision of a world based on 

liberal democratic values and free trade. 

The rise of the United States was accompanied by narratives of American exceptionalism, the belief that the 

United States had a unique mission to spread democracy and freedom around the world. This narrative was 

often intertwined with the concept of the "American Dream," the idea that anyone, regardless of their 

background, could achieve success through hard work and determination. This narrative of individual 

opportunity and upward mobility was a powerful force in shaping American identity and attracting 

immigrants from around the world. However, the rise of the United States as a global power was also 

accompanied by critiques of its foreign policy and its economic practices. Critics, such as Noam Chomsky, 

argued that the United States often acted as an imperial power, intervening in other countries to protect its 

economic and strategic interests, often at the expense of human rights and democracy (Chomsky, 2003). 
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The Cold War era, in particular, saw the United States engaged in numerous interventions in Latin America, 

Asia, and Africa, often supporting authoritarian regimes that were seen as allies against the Soviet Union. 

The rise of financial capitalism, with the United States at its center, further transformed the global economy. 

The growth of multinational corporations, the expansion of international trade, and the increasing mobility 

of capital created new opportunities for economic growth but also led to increased inequality and economic 

instability. The dominance of the US dollar as the world's reserve currency gave the United States significant 

leverage in the global financial system, but it also created vulnerabilities and dependencies. 

The post-World War II era saw the establishment of international institutions, such as the World Bank and 

the International Monetary Fund (IMF), which were designed to promote economic stability and 

cooperation. However, these institutions were often criticized for reflecting the interests of the United States 

and other Western powers, and for imposing neoliberal policies on developing countries that often 

exacerbated existing inequalities. The rise of the United States as a global superpower, therefore, was a 

complex and multifaceted phenomenon. While the United States promoted liberal democratic values and 

free-market capitalism on a global scale, its actions were often driven by its own strategic and economic 

interests. This created a tension between the ideals of American exceptionalism and the realities of American 

power, a tension that continues to shape global politics today. It also created a new set of challenges and 

opportunities for other countries, as they navigated the complexities of a world increasingly dominated by 

American economic and military might. This dominance, while promoting a certain kind of global order, 

also generated resentment and resistance, contributing to the rise of anti-systemic movements that 

challenged the legitimacy of the American-led world order. 

In the aftermath of World War I, Germany's defeat and the harsh terms of the Treaty of Versailles led to 

severe economic turmoil, hyperinflation, and societal unrest (Feldman, 1997). National Socialist 

propaganda capitalized on these conditions by targeting "international finance," which they equated with a 

supposed Jewish conspiracy undermining the German nation (Herf, 2006). This conflation served to channel 

widespread economic anxieties into anti-Semitic sentiment, portraying Jewish financiers as the orchestrators 

of Germany's misfortunes. The term "finance" thus became imbued with negative connotations, symbolizing 

exploitation and betrayal—a powerful tool in the Nazi ideological arsenal (Bytwerk, 2004). After World 

War II, similar narratives resurfaced in socialist and nationalist propaganda, but with new targets. The 

United States, emerging as a global superpower with significant influence over international financial 

institutions like the World Bank and the IMF, was depicted as the epicenter of capitalist exploitation (Kolko, 

1968). Israel, established in 1948 and closely aligned with Western powers, also became associated with 

global finance in this rhetoric. Socialist critics argued that these nations perpetuated a new form of economic 

imperialism—often termed "neo-colonialism"—that suppressed developing countries through debt and 

unequal trade relationships (Dos Santos, 1970). The negative portrayal of "finance" persisted, now linked 

to American and Israeli interests, and was utilized to foster resistance against perceived economic 

domination (Chomsky, 1999). 

This propaganda relied not only on economic arguments but also tapped into deep-seated psychological 

factors, such as feelings of disenfranchisement and a desire for sovereign control over national economies 

(Sassoon, 1996). By personifying finance as an external, manipulative force, these narratives provided a 

clear antagonist against which to unite. The socio-psychological impact was significant, as it reinforced 

group identities and justified opposition to the Western-led financial order. This strategic use of negativism 

exemplifies how historical grievances and economic frustrations were harnessed to challenge the legitimacy 

of the post-war global system. 

F. Socialism: A Counter-Reaction and the Seeds of Collectivism 

The rise of industrial capitalism and the expansion of European colonialism in the 19th and early 20th 

centuries were accompanied by a powerful counter-reaction in the form of socialism. Emerging as a critique 

of the inequalities and injustices inherent in the capitalist system, socialism offered a vision of a more just 

and equitable society based on collective ownership of the means of production and a fairer distribution of 

wealth (Marx & Engels, 1848). Socialist thinkers such as Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels argued that 

capitalism was intrinsically exploitative, creating a fundamental conflict between the interests of the 

capitalist class and the working class. They believed this conflict would inevitably lead to a revolution in 



JNRID || ISSN 2984-8687 || © December 2024, Volume 2, Issue 12 

JNRIDTHE2007 JOURNAL OF NOVEL RESEARCH AND INNOVATIVE DEVELOPMENT | JNRID.ORG a499 
 

which the working class would overthrow the capitalist system and establish a socialist society (Marx & 

Engels, 1848). This vision of a classless society, free from exploitation and inequality, inspired numerous 

social and political movements around the world. 

However, socialism was not a monolithic ideology. It encompassed a wide range of perspectives, from the 

utopian socialism of thinkers like Robert Owen and Charles Fourier to the revolutionary Marxism of Lenin 

and the Bolsheviks (Lenin, 1917). Utopian socialists sought to create ideal communities based on 

cooperation and communal living, while Marxists emphasized the importance of class struggle and the 

necessity of a revolutionary overthrow of the capitalist system. Anarchists like Peter Kropotkin rejected 

both capitalism and the state, advocating for a stateless society founded on voluntary cooperation and mutual 

aid (Kropotkin, 1902). Despite their differences, these various strands of socialist thought shared a common 

critique of capitalism and a commitment to building a more just and equitable society. They challenged the 

individualism and competition central to capitalist ideology, emphasizing instead the importance of 

cooperation, solidarity, and social responsibility. Additionally, they offered a powerful critique of 

colonialism, arguing that it was an integral part of the capitalist system—a means of exploiting the resources 

and labor of colonized peoples to enrich capitalist powers (Fanon, 1961). 

The rise of socialism, therefore, represented a fundamental challenge to the existing social, economic, and 

political order. It offered an alternative vision of the future based on collective ownership, social equality, 

and international solidarity. This vision inspired numerous movements for social change, from labor unions 

and social democratic parties to revolutionary movements that sought to dismantle capitalist systems and 

establish socialist states (Hobsbawm, 1995). The spread of socialist ideas also contributed to the emergence 

of anti-colonial movements, as colonized peoples began to see socialism as a means of achieving both 

national liberation and social justice (Fanon, 1961). The legacy of socialism is complex and multifaceted. 

While socialist ideals have inspired movements for social justice and equality worldwide, they have also 

been distorted and manipulated by authoritarian regimes to justify their own grip on power. The rise of 

National Socialism in Germany, for instance, represents a particularly stark example of how socialist 

rhetoric can be combined with nationalist and racist ideologies to create a profoundly destructive and 

ultimately self-defeating political movement (Arendt, 1951). The history of socialism, therefore, serves both 

as an inspiration and a warning—a reminder of the enduring human desire for a better world and the ever-

present danger of ideological distortion and the abuse of power. 

Building upon these developments, certain ideologies emerged that did not seek to evolve existing social 

systems by addressing and correcting flaws, but instead aimed to deny, disrupt, and demonize the systems 

entirely, presenting radical alternatives. This anti-system stance is characterized by a complete rejection of 

prevailing socio-political structures and the promotion of an entirely different order (Hopper, 2003). The 

Soviet Union, for instance, portrayed the West as imperialistic and exploitative, using propaganda to 

highlight capitalist inequalities and position communism as the only path to true social justice (Giles, 1984). 

Similarly, Nazi Germany demonized liberal democracies and capitalist societies, presenting them as corrupt 

and decadent, while promoting National Socialism as a revolutionary alternative that rejected both 

capitalism and communism in favor of a racially unified Volksgemeinschaft (Koonz, 2003). In the 

contemporary context, radical Islamist terrorist groups reject Western social and political systems, framing 

them as morally bankrupt and materialistic, and advocate for a return to a communal, faith-based society 

governed by their interpretation of religious law (Kepel, 2002). These ideologies leverage socio-

psychological mechanisms such as in-group/out-group dynamics, moral absolutism, and collective identity 

to mobilize support and justify their oppositional stance (Tajfel & Turner, 1979; Hogg, 2005). By offering 

a totalizing critique and an alternative vision, they attract individuals who are disenchanted with existing 

systems and seek profound societal transformation. 

G. National Socialism in Europe: A Perversion of Collectivism and the Rise of the Totalitarian State 

(Continued) 

National Socialism, as an amalgamation of socialism's critique of capitalism, fascism's authoritarianism, 

and intense nationalism, emerged as a radical ideology that rejected and aimed to dismantle existing social 

systems entirely. By attempting to unite radical elements from both the left and the right, National Socialism 

positioned itself as a revolutionary movement opposed to the liberal democratic model of the West, seeking 

to transcend class divisions through a totalitarian national community (Eatwell, 1996; Griffin, 1991). 
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Fascism was rooted in a socialist ideological framework, as Benito Mussolini, originally a socialist 

journalist, adapted socialist principles to emphasize nationalism and authoritarianism, creating a hybrid 

ideology that sought to unify the nation under a single-party state (Griffin, 1991). National Socialism in 

Germany drew inspiration from Italian Fascism's emphasis on strong, centralized leadership and the 

rejection of liberal democracy, while Stalin's Soviet state admired Fascism's ability to mobilize mass support 

and maintain strict control over society (Paxton, 2004). Both ideologies utilized elements of socialism, such 

as state intervention in the economy, but diverged significantly in their nationalist and authoritarian 

applications (Eatwell, 1996). 

The emergence of fascism was deeply intertwined with the specific historical conditions of the interwar 

period. The devastation of World War I, the economic instability of the Great Depression, and the perceived 

failures of liberal democratic governments to address these crises created a fertile ground for extremist 

ideologies. Fascist movements skillfully exploited these conditions, offering a potent mix of nationalism, 

anti-communism, and promises of national renewal. They appealed to a sense of national humiliation and a 

desire for a return to order and stability. 

In Italy, Benito Mussolini's Fascist Party capitalized on the post-war social and economic turmoil, promising 

to restore national pride and create a strong, unified state. Mussolini's ideology, while initially drawing on 

some elements of socialist thought, quickly evolved into a form of radical nationalism that emphasized the 

supremacy of the nation over all other interests. The Fascists rejected both the individualism of liberalism 

and the class struggle of Marxism, advocating instead for a corporatist state where all social classes would 

work together for the common good of the nation, under the strict control of the party and the leader, "Il 

Duce." (Gentile, 1932). 

In Germany, the National Socialist Party, led by Adolf Hitler, rose to power on a platform of extreme 

nationalism, anti-Semitism, and anti-communism. The Nazis skillfully exploited the widespread resentment 

towards the Treaty of Versailles, which had imposed harsh penalties on Germany after World War I. They 

also capitalized on the economic devastation of the Great Depression, promising to restore Germany to its 

former greatness and to create a new social order based on racial purity. Hitler's ideology, as outlined in 

Mein Kampf (1925), was based on a racial worldview that saw history as a struggle between different races, 

with the supposed Aryan race destined to dominate all others. National Socialist regimes, once in power, 

sought to create totalitarian states that controlled all aspects of life, from the economy and the media to 

education and the arts. They suppressed all opposition, using violence and intimidation to silence their 

critics. They mobilized the population through mass rallies, propaganda, and youth organizations, seeking 

to create a unified and homogenous society where the individual was completely subordinate to the 

collective will, as defined by the ruling party and its charismatic leader. The state was glorified as the 

embodiment of the nation's destiny, and any dissent was seen as treason. 

The rise of National Socialism, particularly in its Far Right Nazi form, represented a profound perversion 

of collectivist ideals (Arendt, 1951). While earlier socialist movements had sought to create a more just and 

equitable society through collective ownership and democratic participation, the Nazis used collectivism as 

a tool for national mobilization, racial purification, and imperial expansion. The individual was not seen as 

an end in itself but as a means to an end, a cog in the machinery of the state and the race. The horrific 

consequences of this ideology, culminating in the Holocaust and World War II, stand as a stark warning of 

the dangers of unchecked nationalism and the perversion of collectivist ideals for totalitarian ends. The rise 

of fascism serves as a cautionary tale, demonstrating how the yearning for belonging, order, and national 

renewal can be manipulated and channeled into profoundly destructive paths. It highlights the importance 

of safeguarding individual liberties, promoting tolerance and pluralism, and remaining vigilant against the 

seductive appeal of extremist ideologies that promise simple solutions to complex problems. 

This historical overview has traced the development of key ideas and movements from the Enlightenment 

to the rise and fall of national socialism in the 20th century (Hobsbawm, 1994). We have seen how the rise 

of individualism and capitalism, while creating unprecedented opportunities for progress and prosperity, 

also generated new forms of social and economic inequality, giving rise to socialist and collectivist critiques. 

The expansion of European power across the globe, through colonialism and imperialism, further fueled 

these tensions, creating a complex web of economic, political, and cultural interactions that continue to 

shape our world today. The rise of fascism and Nazism in the interwar period represented a turning point in 
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this historical trajectory. These movements, while drawing upon earlier currents of anti-liberal and anti-

modernist thought, ultimately perverted the ideals of collectivism and national unity, transforming them into 

tools for totalitarian control, racial persecution, and aggressive expansionism (Paxton, 2004). The 

catastrophic consequences of World War II and the Holocaust demonstrated the profound dangers of these 

ideologies and led to a renewed commitment to liberal democratic values and international cooperation in 

the post-war era. However, as the subsequent chapters will explore, the defeat of National Socialist Germany 

did not mark the end of national socialist or other anti-systemic ideologies. The Cold War saw the emergence 

of new forms of ideological conflict, and the challenges of globalization, economic inequality, and cultural 

change have created fertile ground for the resurgence of these ideologies in the 21st century. By 

understanding the historical roots and evolution of these ideas, we can better equip ourselves to recognize 

and counter their contemporary manifestations and to defend the principles of freedom, democracy, and 

human rights that are essential for a just and peaceful world. While the rise and fall of National Socialism 

may at first glance seem merely a historical episode or a cautionary tale about the fragility of democratic 

institutions and the allure of simplistic solutions to complex problems, behind it was a major ideological 

attack on the Western liberal democratic model based on free trade and free market principles. 

Chapter III: The Seeds of Anti-Systemic Thought: Heresy, Resistance, and the Roots of Modern 

Dissent 

Building upon the previous chapter's exploration of the historical currents that shaped the modern world—

from the rise of individualism and capitalism to the expansion of global trade and the emergence of powerful 

nation-states—this chapter delves deeper into the undercurrents of dissent and resistance that accompanied 

these developments. It focuses on the historical and ideological roots of opposition to liberal democracy, 

individualism (including the concept of human rights), the free market system, and the broader Western 

ideological framework. By exploring the history of ideological resistance—from medieval anti-systemic 

movements that challenged feudal and ecclesiastical authority, through the rise of socialist and collectivist 

ideologies confronting industrial capitalism, to the emergence of fascism and national socialism as radical 

critiques of Western liberalism—we can gain a richer understanding of the enduring appeal of anti-systemic 

ideologies. This examination reveals how these movements have not merely sought to reform existing social 

systems but to deny, disrupt, and demonize them entirely, challenging the very foundations of liberal 

democracy. Such an exploration is central to this essay's analysis of national socialism in the 21st century 

and its continued capacity to undermine democratic institutions. 

A. Medieval Heresies: Challenging the Pillars of Christendom 

The Balkans have historically served as a frontier territory for several empires, including parts of the Persian 

Empire, Rome, and the Ottoman Empire. Being a borderland or "grey zone" of an empire often meant that 

the region became a melting pot of cultures, ideas, and conflicts, as well as a place where imperial control 

was less absolute (Bartlett, 1993). These peripheral areas were sometimes used by central authorities to exile 

religious dissidents and radical intellectuals, effectively removing them from the heartland while 

simultaneously attempting to control unrest in the margins (Todoran, 2018). In the Balkans, this dynamic 

contributed to the spread of various Christian sects that shared Manichaean dualistic worldviews, such as 

the Bogomils in the 10th century (Obolensky, 1978). The Bogomil movement, originating in Bulgaria, 

challenged the established church and promoted a form of Christianity that emphasized a cosmic struggle 

between good and evil, a concept derived from Manichaeism (Hamilton, 1999). The ideas of the Bogomils 

later influenced the Cathars in Western Europe, demonstrating how these borderland ideologies could 

permeate and impact distant regions (Moore, 2000). The Balkans' position as a frontier thus played a crucial 

role in the transmission and evolution of religious and philosophical ideas that challenged imperial and 

ecclesiastical authorities. 

The Middle Ages, often portrayed as a period of unified Christendom, witnessed the rise of religious 

movements that challenged the authority of the Catholic Church and, consequently, the very foundations of 

the feudal order. The Cathars, flourishing in Southern France during the 12th and 13th centuries, and the 

Bogomils, originating in the Balkans in the 10th century, were not merely theological deviants; they were 

exemplars of anti-systemic movements. Their challenge was multifaceted, extending beyond religious 

doctrine to encompass social, economic, and even proto-political dimensions. Central to both the Cathar 

and Bogomil belief systems was a dualistic worldview that starkly contrasted with orthodox Christianity. 
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They posited the existence of two opposing principles: a benevolent god ruling the spiritual realm and a 

malevolent deity, often associated with the Old Testament God, responsible for creating the material world 

(Lambert, 1998). This dualism had profound implications for their understanding of human existence and 

their relationship with the established Church. The material world, including the human body, was seen as 

a prison for the soul, a creation of the evil god. Salvation, therefore, lay not in the sacraments or rituals of 

the Catholic Church, but in a direct, personal connection with the divine, achieved through rigorous 

asceticism and spiritual purification. 

The implications of these beliefs were radical. The Cathars and Bogomils rejected the Catholic Church's 

hierarchical structure, its elaborate sacraments, and, most importantly, its immense material wealth and 

political power. The Church, in the High Middle Ages, was not merely a religious institution; it was deeply 

intertwined with the feudal system, owning vast lands, collecting tithes, and wielding significant influence 

over secular rulers (Moore, 1992). The Cathars' and Bogomils' rejection of the Church's authority, therefore, 

constituted a direct challenge to the socio-political order of medieval Europe. 

Furthermore, their rejection of the material world extended to the emerging economic trends of the time. 

The growth of towns and cities, the rise of a merchant class, and the beginnings of technological innovation 

were viewed with suspicion. The Cathars, in particular, were known for their austere lifestyle, favoring rural 

communities and traditional crafts over the burgeoning urban centers, which they saw as hubs of corruption 

and moral decay (Lambert, 1998). They believed that the pursuit of wealth and material possessions was a 

distraction from the true path to salvation, a belief that foreshadowed later socialist critiques of capitalism's 

materialism. However, the Cathars and Bogomils were not simply ascetics seeking personal salvation. They 

were actively engaged in what can be termed "ideological warfare." They challenged the dominant 

narratives of the Church and the feudal order through preaching, the creation of alternative communities, 

and acts of civil disobedience. The Cathars developed a network of itinerant preachers, the "Perfects," who 

spread their message throughout Southern France, gaining converts and establishing communities that 

practiced communal living and resource sharing. These communities, where both men and women could 

attain the status of "Perfects," offered a radical alternative to the patriarchal and hierarchical structures of 

feudal society (Wakefield & Evans, 1991). The Bogomils also engaged in missionary work, spreading their 

dualistic doctrine throughout the Balkans and beyond. 

The Church, recognizing the threat posed by these movements, responded with brutal repression. The 

Albigensian Crusade (1209-1229) was launched against the Cathars, resulting in widespread violence and 

the destruction of their communities. The infamous massacre at Béziers, where the entire population was 

slaughtered regardless of their religious affiliation, stands as a chilling testament to the brutality of this 

campaign. The Inquisition, with its systematic use of surveillance, interrogation, torture, and imprisonment, 

was established, in part, to combat such heresies and maintain the Church's authority (Lea, 1887). The 

Bogomils, too, faced persecution from both Byzantine and Bulgarian authorities. 

B. The Enduring Legacy of Dualism: Manichaeism's Shadow 

The dualistic worldview inherent in movements like Manichaeism, the Bogomils, and the Cathars 

predisposes societies to radicalization and an inability to accept diverse ideas or embrace democratic 

mindsets. Psychologically, such a black-and-white perception simplifies the complexities of reality into 

absolute categories of good and evil, leading to cognitive rigidity and reducing openness to new information 

(Festinger, 1957). This binary thinking fosters an us-versus-them mentality, encapsulating societies and 

making them hostile to external ideas and influences (Bar-Tal & Teichman, 2005). Sociopsychologically, 

dualism strengthens in-group cohesion by accentuating out-group differences, which can legitimize 

aggression and radical actions against those perceived as enemies or corrupting forces (Tajfel & Turner, 

1979). In the context of the Bogomil and Cathar movements, this radicalization of traditionalism allowed 

for the endorsement of extreme ascetic practices and rejection of established institutions, undermining 

individual human rights and suppressing individualist motivations (Moore, 2000). By promoting a 

worldview that denies the validity of diverse perspectives, such dualistic ideologies hinder the development 

of pluralistic societies and democratic values (Runciman, 1982). 

The dualistic worldview that underpinned the Cathar and Bogomil movements bore striking similarities to 

Manichaeism, a religion that originated in 3rd-century Persia. While establishing direct, unbroken links 



JNRID || ISSN 2984-8687 || © December 2024, Volume 2, Issue 12 

JNRIDTHE2007 JOURNAL OF NOVEL RESEARCH AND INNOVATIVE DEVELOPMENT | JNRID.ORG a503 
 

between Manichaeism and these later medieval heresies remains a challenge for historians, the parallels in 

their beliefs suggest a possible transmission of ideas across vast distances and centuries. Manichaeism, 

founded by the prophet Mani, posited a fundamental conflict between the forces of Light and Darkness, 

Good and Evil. This dualism was not merely a theological concept; it shaped the Manichaean understanding 

of the entire cosmos. The material world, including the human body, was considered a product of the forces 

of Darkness, a realm of suffering and corruption. The soul, however, was a spark of Light, trapped within 

this material prison (Runciman, 1982). This worldview naturally led to a strong ascetic tendency, with 

adherents practicing rigorous self-discipline, abstaining from meat, wine, and sexual activity in an attempt 

to purify the soul and facilitate its eventual return to the realm of Light. The spread of Manichaean ideas 

across the vast expanse of the Roman Empire and beyond was facilitated by trade routes and missionary 

activity. While the religion itself was eventually suppressed, its core concepts, particularly its dualistic 

cosmology and its critique of the material world, may have survived in various forms, potentially influencing 

the development of later dualistic heresies in Europe (Stoyanov, 2000). It is plausible that these ideas, even 

in a fragmented or diluted form, found fertile ground in a Europe experiencing social and economic 

upheaval, providing a framework for understanding suffering and offering a path to spiritual liberation. 

Anti-systemic movements, from the medieval heresies discussed earlier to the socialist movements of the 

19th and 20th centuries, have consistently recognized the importance of challenging the dominant ideology 

and developing alternative narratives to mobilize support and achieve their goals. This has often involved a 

form of "ideological warfare," a struggle for hearts and minds that takes place alongside, and sometimes in 

place of, direct physical confrontation. The creation of alternative communities has also been a recurring 

tactic. The Cathars, for instance, established communities of "Perfects" who lived according to strict ascetic 

principles, providing a living example of their rejection of the material world and their commitment to 

spiritual purity (Wakefield & Evans, 1991). In a similar vein, utopian socialist movements in the 19th 

century, inspired by thinkers like Robert Owen and Charles Fourier, founded experimental communities 

such as Brook Farm and New Harmony in the United States (Curtis, 1894). These communities, though 

often short-lived, served as tangible demonstrations of socialist principles in action, attempting to create 

microcosms of a more just and cooperative society. 

Civil disobedience and various forms of resistance have also played a crucial role in the arsenal of anti-

systemic movements. The Bogomils, for instance, refused to pay taxes or swear oaths to secular authorities, 

viewing them as instruments of the corrupt material world (Obolensky, 1948). Socialist movements, 

particularly those associated with the labor movement, have a long history of engaging in strikes, protests, 

and other forms of direct action to demand better working conditions, higher wages, and social reforms 

(Foner, 1947). These actions often brought them into direct conflict with the authorities, demonstrating their 

willingness to challenge the established order through non-compliance and disruption. Perhaps the most 

potent weapon of anti-systemic movements has been the development of a sophisticated ideological critique 

of the existing order. This involves not only exposing the injustices and contradictions of the dominant 

system but also articulating a compelling alternative vision of the future. The Cathars and Bogomils, for 

instance, developed elaborate theological arguments to challenge the doctrines of the Catholic Church, 

exposing what they saw as its hypocrisy and corruption. Similarly, socialist thinkers, from Marx to 

contemporary intellectuals, have developed in-depth critiques of capitalism, analyzing its inherent 

contradictions, its tendency towards crisis, and its negative social and environmental consequences. These 

critiques have provided a powerful intellectual framework for challenging the legitimacy of the capitalist 

system and inspiring movements for social change. 

C. The Spiritual Roots of Early Socialist Thought 

The connection between religious dissent and the rise of socialism extends beyond the medieval heresies. 

While often perceived as a secular ideology, early socialist thought was, in many cases, deeply intertwined 

with religious and spiritual ideas. This connection is particularly evident in the emergence of Christian 

socialism, the influence of millenarian beliefs, and the utopian visions that characterized many early socialist 

movements. Christian socialists, drawing inspiration from the teachings of Jesus and the practices of the 

early Church, found in the Gospel a mandate for social justice and a critique of wealth and inequality. 

Figures like Frederick Denison Maurice in England argued that the principles of Christianity, properly 

understood, were inherently socialist. He believed that cooperation and mutual aid, as exemplified in the 

life of Christ and the early Christian communities, were the true foundations of a just society (Maurice, 
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1850). Christian socialists condemned the greed and exploitation they witnessed in industrial capitalist 

society, advocating instead for a social order based on Christian love, compassion, and the ethic of service 

to one's neighbour. 

Furthermore, many early socialist movements were infused with a spirit of millenarianism – the belief in an 

imminent, divinely ordained transformation of the world. This belief, often rooted in interpretations of 

biblical prophecy, provided a powerful impetus for social change. Just as the Cathars and Bogomils looked 

forward to a spiritual liberation from the material world, some early socialists envisioned a coming golden 

age of peace, justice, and harmony on Earth. This utopian vision found expression in the experimental 

communities founded by groups like the Shakers and the Oneida Community in the United States (Nordhoff, 

1875). These communities, while often short-lived, represented tangible attempts to create a "heaven on 

earth," drawing inspiration from both religious and secular sources. They sought to build societies free from 

the perceived evils of capitalism, guided by principles of communal living, shared property, and spiritual 

devotion. 

Millenarianism—the belief in an imminent, divinely ordained transformation of the world—has historically 

fuelled movements anticipating a radical overhaul of the existing social order (Cohn, 1970). This worldview 

posits that current societies are fundamentally flawed and that a cataclysmic event will usher in a new era 

of justice and purity. In contemporary times, similar themes are evident in conspiracy theories like the "Great 

Reset," which purport that global elites are orchestrating a profound societal transformation, often viewed 

with suspicion and fear of losing individual freedoms (Schwab & Malleret, 2020). Additionally, modern 

neo-fascist thinkers like Russian philosopher Alexander Dugin espouse ideologies that invoke a forthcoming 

seismic shift in global power structures, drawing on millenarian concepts to advocate for the end of liberal 

Western dominance and the rise of a new Eurasian order (Umland, 2014). These contemporary 

manifestations reflect a continued resonance of millenarian ideas, illustrating how beliefs in an impending 

transformative event can influence political ideologies and contribute to radicalization. 

The moral critique of capitalism, often articulated in religious or quasi-religious terms, was a powerful 

driving force behind early socialist thought. Thinkers like Charles Fourier condemned the "industrial 

anarchy" of capitalism, not merely for its economic inefficiencies but also for its corrosive effects on human 

character and social relationships (Fourier, 1841). He envisioned a society based on cooperation and the 

harmonious expression of human passions, a vision that, while secular in its specific proposals, nonetheless 

drew upon a long tradition of religious and philosophical critiques of greed, selfishness, and the pursuit of 

material wealth. These early socialist experiments, though often unsuccessful in the long term, served as 

powerful critiques of the existing social order and fueled the imagination of those who sought a more just 

and humane world. 

D. The Power of Dualistic Narratives: Shaping Socialist Rhetoric 

While socialism, particularly in its Marxist form, is often associated with a materialist worldview that 

emphasizes economic forces and class struggle, it is crucial to recognize the enduring influence of dualistic 

narratives in shaping socialist thought and rhetoric. These narratives, even when secularized, often draw 

upon a framework that divides the world into opposing forces, creating a sense of moral urgency and 

mobilizing support for social change. The Marxist concept of class struggle, as articulated in The Communist 

Manifesto (1848), can be viewed as a powerful example of this dualistic tendency. Marx and Engels posited 

a fundamental conflict between the bourgeoisie (the capitalist class) and the proletariat (the working class), 

portraying them as opposing forces locked in an inevitable struggle for control over the means of production. 

The narrative of class struggle, with its inherent dichotomy between oppressor and oppressed, became a 

central tenet of Marxist thought and a powerful tool for mobilizing the working class. This narrative, while 

grounded in a materialist analysis of economic relations, nonetheless resonated with earlier dualistic 

frameworks, such as the Manichaean struggle between Light and Darkness. It provided a clear and 

compelling explanation for the injustices of capitalist society, identifying the source of exploitation and 

offering a path towards liberation. 

Furthermore, the socialist narrative often extended beyond purely economic concerns, encompassing a 

broader moral dimension. Socialist movements frequently portrayed themselves as fighting for the liberation 

of all oppressed peoples, regardless of their class background. This moral dimension drew upon a long 
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history of resistance to oppression, echoing the struggles of earlier movements against slavery, feudalism, 

and colonialism. The use of terms like "struggle," "oppression," and "liberation" in socialist rhetoric created 

a sense of moral urgency and framed the socialist project as a righteous battle against injustice. This is 

evident in the propaganda of various socialist movements, which often depicted capitalists as greedy 

exploiters and the working class as heroic figures striving for a better future. For example, liberation 

theology, a movement that emerged in Latin America in the 1960s, combined Marxist analysis with 

Christian theology to advocate for the rights of the poor and oppressed (Gutiérrez, 1971). 

Even the tension between the socialist ideal of a just and egalitarian society and the reality of capitalist 

inequality can be seen as a form of dualism. Utopian socialists, like Owen and Fourier, contrasted their 

visions of harmonious communities with the harsh realities of industrial society. This juxtaposition served 

to highlight the perceived failings of capitalism and to inspire action towards creating a better world. While 

later socialist movements, particularly those influenced by Marxism, often rejected utopianism as 

unscientific, the underlying tension between the "is" and the "ought," the present reality and the desired 

future, remained a powerful driving force. 

E. Echoes of the Past: The Enduring Legacy of Anti-Systemic Dissent  

Understanding this legacy of dissent is crucial for navigating the complex political landscape of the 21st 

century. It allows us to recognize the enduring power of anti-systemic ideologies and to analyze their 

potential to both inspire positive social change and, as explored in the broader context of this essay, to be 

manipulated and distorted for illiberal ends. By critically examining the historical roots and diverse 

manifestations of anti-systemic thought, we can better equip ourselves to defend the values of an open and 

democratic society and to build a more just and equitable future. However, the history of anti-systemic 

movements also serves as a cautionary tale. As demonstrated in subsequent chapters, the yearning for a 

more just and equitable society can be exploited by authoritarian regimes and extremist ideologies. The 

socialist critique of capitalism, for instance, the struggle for social justice in post WWI Germany was twisted 

by the National Socialist regime to create a nationalistic and racist ideology that ultimately led to genocide 

and war. Similarly, the anti-Western sentiment that fueled many anti-colonial movements in the Arab world 

was, in some cases, channeled into support for authoritarian regimes that suppressed individual liberties and 

fostered intolerance, and became proxies to hostile to the West powers.  

Chapter IV: Socialism: From Utopia to Weaponization 

By tracing the evolution of social justice ideas and their diverse manifestations, we can gain a deeper 

understanding of the enduring appeal of collectivist ideologies and the ways in which they can be 

manipulated to serve illiberal agendas. This analysis is crucial for understanding the historical context in 

which national socialism emerged and for recognizing the recurring patterns of ideological distortion that 

continue to pose a threat to liberal democracy today. 

A. The Genesis of Socialist Ideals: Utopian Visions and Early Critiques 

The emergence of socialist ideals in the 19th century was inextricably linked to the profound social and 

economic transformations wrought by the Industrial Revolution. As industrial capitalism reshaped European 

societies—creating vast wealth alongside widespread poverty and exploitation—early socialist thinkers 

sought to address the inherent inequalities and injustices of the new economic order, rather than focusing 

on the improvements and opportunities that allowed more individuals to escape poverty. These early 

socialists, often labeled "utopian," offered imaginative visions of ideal societies based on cooperation, 

communal living, and social harmony, presenting a stark contrast to the individualism and competition that 

characterized the burgeoning capitalist system. One of the most influential figures in this early socialist 

movement was Robert Owen, a successful industrialist who became a passionate advocate for social reform. 

At his New Lanark mills in Scotland, Owen implemented a series of progressive measures, including 

improved working conditions, reduced working hours, and the provision of education for workers' children 

(Donnachie, 2000). This experiment, which demonstrated that profitability and social welfare could go 

hand-in-hand, garnered international attention and inspired other reformers.  Driven by a belief in the power 

of environment to shape human character, Owen later sought to establish a utopian community in New 

Harmony, Indiana, based on principles of communal ownership, social equality, and cooperative labor. 



JNRID || ISSN 2984-8687 || © December 2024, Volume 2, Issue 12 

JNRIDTHE2007 JOURNAL OF NOVEL RESEARCH AND INNOVATIVE DEVELOPMENT | JNRID.ORG a506 
 

While New Harmony ultimately failed to achieve its ambitious goals, it became a powerful symbol of the 

utopian socialist vision and a testament to Owen's commitment to social experimentation. 

 

Similarly, Henri de Saint-Simon, a French social theorist, envisioned a society organized around scientific 

principles, where a technocratic elite of scientists and industrialists would guide society towards progress 

and social harmony. He believed that industrial development, if properly managed, could create abundance 

for all and eliminate poverty and social conflict (Manuel, 1956). Saint-Simon's ideas influenced a generation 

of thinkers and activists, known as Saint-Simonians, who advocated for social reforms, technological 

advancement, and a more rational and equitable social order. Charles Fourier, another prominent utopian 

socialist, offered a more radical critique of existing society. He proposed the creation of "phalanxes," self-

sufficient communities organized around the diverse "passions" of individuals. Fourier believed that by 

carefully designing social institutions to accommodate human nature, as he understood it, it was possible to 

create a society that maximized both individual fulfillment and social harmony (Beecher, 1986).  His 

elaborate plans for these communities addressed everything from architecture and work organization to 

education and interpersonal relationships, all aimed at creating a utopian environment free from the 

perceived ills of capitalist society. 

These early utopian socialists, despite their diverse approaches, shared a common critique of the emerging 

industrial capitalist order, focusing predominantly on Western societies without comprehensive social 

context or comparisons to the rest of the world. They condemned the exploitation of labor, the vast 

inequalities of wealth and opportunity, and the alienation and social fragmentation they observed in rapidly 

industrializing nations (Taylor, 1982). Psychologically, this narrow focus led to a form of cultural myopia, 

wherein they interpreted the hardships of the West in isolation, potentially overlooking global conditions 

that were, in many regions, more oppressive or underdeveloped. This lack of broader perspective may have 

fostered a heightened sense of injustice and urgency, propelling them toward advocating for radical systemic 

changes rather than seeking incremental improvements within the existing framework. 

Their intense focus on the shortcomings of Western capitalism, without considering its relative 

advancements or the possibilities for reform, contributed to a binary worldview that positioned capitalism 

solely as an antagonist to social harmony. This perspective not only intensified feelings of alienation but 

also hindered the appreciation of individual rights and democratic principles emerging in the West (Claeys, 

1986). Their visions of alternative social models, while often deemed impractical or unrealistic, served as 

powerful critiques of the status quo but also risked promoting ideologies that could dismiss the value of 

individualism and open societies. By offering moral and ethical challenges to the prevailing economic and 

social order without a global comparative context, they laid the groundwork for more systematic critiques 

of capitalism that would emerge in the later 19th and 20th centuries, some of which would lead to 

authoritarian interpretations of socialism. 

B. The Rise of Scientific Socialism: Marx, Engels, and the Materialist Conception of History 

The emergence of Marxism in the mid-19th century marked a turning point in the development of socialist 

thought. Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, in works like The Communist Manifesto (1848) and Das Kapital 

(1867), provided a comprehensive critique of capitalism and a theoretical framework for understanding 

social change that differed significantly from their utopian predecessors. They labeled their approach 

"scientific socialism," emphasizing its basis in a materialist analysis of history and its focus on the objective 

laws of economic development. Central to Marx's theory was the concept of historical materialism, which 

posited that economic forces are the primary drivers of historical change. He argued that each historical 

epoch is characterized by a particular mode of production, which gives rise to specific class relations and 

social structures. Capitalism, according to Marx, was characterized by the division of society into two main 

classes: the bourgeoisie, who owned the means of production, and the proletariat, who were forced to sell 

their labor for wages. This inherent class antagonism, rooted in the exploitative nature of capitalist 

production, was the engine of historical change in the capitalist era. 

Marx and Engels saw the class struggle between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat as the central conflict 

in capitalist society. They believed that the bourgeoisie's relentless pursuit of profit, driven by the 
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competitive pressures of the market, would lead to the increasing immiseration of the proletariat. This, in 

turn, would create the conditions for a revolutionary overthrow of the capitalist system. In The Communist 

Manifesto, they famously declared that "the history of all hitherto existing society is the history of class 

struggles," arguing that the conflict between oppressor and oppressed was a constant feature of human 

history (Marx & Engels, 1848). They envisioned a future communist society where the means of production 

would be owned collectively, class distinctions would be abolished, and the exploitation of labor would be 

eliminated, leading to a more just and equitable world. 

Marx's analysis of capitalism extended beyond a simple condemnation of its injustices. He sought to 

understand the inner workings of the capitalist system, analyzing the dynamics of capital accumulation, the 

role of competition, and the inherent contradictions that he believed would ultimately lead to its downfall. 

In Das Kapital, Marx meticulously dissected the mechanisms of capitalist production, arguing that the 

source of profit lay in the extraction of "surplus value" from the labor of the proletariat. This systematic 

analysis provided a powerful intellectual framework for socialist movements, grounding their critiques in a 

seemingly scientific understanding of economic and social development. 

However, the ideals of social justice and equality espoused by Marx and other socialist thinkers were 

sometimes co-opted by terrorist organizations and authoritarian regimes to justify their actions. Groups such 

as the Red Army Faction in Germany and the Shining Path in Peru adopted Marxist rhetoric to legitimize 

their violent campaigns against perceived capitalist oppression (Jenkins, 1985). These organizations claimed 

to fight for the proletariat but often resorted to extreme measures, including bombings, assassinations, and 

kidnappings, to achieve their goals. Similarly, authoritarian regimes like the Soviet Union under Stalin and 

Maoist China used Marxist ideology to consolidate power and suppress dissent, resulting in widespread 

human rights abuses and the deaths of millions (Courtois et al., 1999). The manipulation of Marxist 

principles by these groups and regimes highlights the potential for social justice ideals to be distorted and 

exploited for violent and oppressive ends. 

C. Diverse Paths to Socialism: Anarchism, Syndicalism, and Democratic Socialism 

While Marxism became a dominant force within the socialist movement, it was not the only one. Alongside 

and often in opposition to Marxism, a variety of other socialist currents emerged in the 19th and 20th 

centuries, each with its own distinct approach to achieving socialist goals and its own critique of capitalism. 

These diverse strands of socialist thought enriched the broader movement, contributing to ongoing debates 

about strategy, tactics, and the ultimate vision of a socialist society. Anarchism, as exemplified by thinkers 

like Peter Kropotkin and Emma Goldman, represented a radical rejection of all forms of hierarchy and 

authority, including the state. Kropotkin, in works like Mutual Aid: A Factor of Evolution (1902), argued 

that cooperation and mutual aid, rather than competition and domination, were the driving forces of both 

natural and social evolution. Anarchists envisioned a stateless society based on voluntary cooperation, 

mutual aid, and self-governing communities. They believed that individuals could live in harmony without 

the need for coercive institutions like the state and advocated for direct action, such as protests and sabotage, 

to dismantle existing power structures and create a society based on individual freedom and collective 

responsibility. 

Syndicalism, another influential socialist current, emphasized the power of workers' organizations, 

particularly trade unions, to achieve social change. Syndicalists believed that workers should seize control 

of the means of production through direct action, such as strikes, boycotts, and ultimately a general strike 

that would paralyze the capitalist system (Ridley, 1970). They envisioned a future society organized around 

worker-controlled syndicates, or unions, that would collectively manage production and distribution. The 

Industrial Workers of the World (IWW), a prominent syndicalist organization founded in the United States, 

sought to organize all workers into "One Big Union" to challenge the power of capital and create a new 

society based on worker solidarity. 

In contrast to the revolutionary approaches of Marxism and anarchism, democratic socialism advocated for 

achieving socialist goals through gradual reforms within the framework of existing democratic institutions. 

Democratic socialists, such as Eduard Bernstein, argued that universal suffrage and the expansion of 

political rights offered a peaceful and effective path towards socialism (Bernstein, 1909). They believed that 

by winning elections and enacting social legislation, it was possible to gradually transform capitalist 
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societies into more just and equitable ones. Democratic socialists championed policies such as progressive 

taxation, the expansion of social welfare programs, and the regulation of the economy to mitigate the 

negative consequences of capitalism and promote greater social equality. 

These diverse strands of socialist thought, while often in conflict with each other, collectively contributed 

to a rich and dynamic intellectual tradition that challenged the foundations of capitalist society. They offered 

alternative visions of social organization, economic justice, and human liberation, inspiring generations of 

activists, workers, and intellectuals to strive for a better world. The debates and struggles within the socialist 

movement shaped the political landscape of the 20th century and continue to influence contemporary 

movements for social and economic justice. 

D. The Distortion of Ideals 

The Nazi Party, despite its name (the National Socialist German Workers' Party), was not a socialist 

movement in the traditional sense. While it employed some socialist rhetoric, particularly in its early years, 

and implemented certain policies that could be interpreted as socialist, such as the nationalization of some 

industries and the provision of social welfare programs, its underlying ideology was fundamentally opposed 

to the core principles of socialism. The Nazis co-opted the language of social justice and equality to promote 

their illiberal agendas. They used terms like "the people," "the nation," and "socialism" to mask their true 

intentions, which involved the establishment of a totalitarian dictatorship based on racial purity and national 

expansion. The Nazis' "socialism" was a nationalistic and racialized one, prioritizing the interests of the 

supposed Aryan race above all else. They distorted socialist ideals, such as equality and solidarity, to justify 

authoritarianism, conformity, and the suppression of individual liberties. Access to state-provided benefits 

was restricted based on racial and political criteria, and those deemed "enemies of the people" were excluded 

and persecuted (Kershaw, 1998). The Nazis rejected the internationalism and class struggle of Marxism, 

instead emphasizing national unity and racial purity. They skillfully utilized dualistic narratives, portraying 

themselves as the defenders of the German people against a vast conspiracy of Jewish financiers, 

communists, and other "enemies" who were supposedly undermining the nation from within. In the 

contemporary era, Alexander Dugin, a Russian political philosopher, has advanced a "Fourth Political 

Theory" that similarly seeks to transcend both liberalism and communism, drawing on elements of both 

while ultimately rejecting the core tenets of each. Dugin's ideology, often described as a form of neo-

Eurasianism, envisions a multipolar world order that challenges Western hegemony and promotes a revival 

of traditional values (Dugin, 2012).  He argues that liberalism, communism, and fascism are all products of 

modernity and that a new, "Fourth" ideology is needed to overcome their limitations. These examples 

demonstrate how socialist rhetoric and concepts can be manipulated and distorted to serve anti-democratic 

and even totalitarian agendas. The appropriation of socialist language by nationalist and authoritarian 

movements highlights the importance of critically examining the underlying principles and ultimate goals 

of any political ideology that claims to represent the interests of "the people" or the "nation." 

E. The Russian Empire, Hostile Socialism, and the Soviet Union: A Case Study in Anti-Western 

Socialism 

The Bolshevik Revolution of 1917, led by Vladimir Lenin, brought to power a radical socialist regime that 

sought to create a new social order based on Marxist principles. However, the Soviet Union, as it became 

known, quickly deviated from the ideals of its founders, developing into a totalitarian state that suppressed 

dissent and imposed its ideology through force. The Soviet experience demonstrated how socialist ideals 

could be distorted and manipulated to serve the interests of an authoritarian regime, ultimately betraying the 

very principles of equality and liberation that it claimed to espouse. 

The specific conditions of the Russian Empire played a significant role in the development of a form of 

socialism that was particularly hostile to the West. This hostility was rooted in a complex interplay of 

economic, social, political, and cultural factors that distinguished Russia from its Western European 

counterparts. Compared to the industrialized nations of Western Europe, the Russian Empire was 

economically and socially backward. Its economy was predominantly agrarian, with a vast peasantry living 

in poverty and a small, largely foreign-owned industrial sector. This economic backwardness was coupled 

with stark social inequalities. In the late 19th century, Russia's industrial output was a mere fraction of that 

of leading Western European nations like Great Britain and Germany. The vast majority of the population 
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was engaged in agriculture, often using outdated farming techniques. This lack of industrial development 

contributed to widespread poverty and limited economic opportunities for most Russians (Pipes, 1974). The 

Tsarist regime was highly autocratic, with the Tsar holding absolute power. Political opposition was 

suppressed through censorship, exile, and imprisonment. Events like the Bloody Sunday massacre of 1905, 

where peaceful protesters were shot by the Tsar's troops, further fueled discontent and radicalized the 

opposition (Figes, 1997). 

The Russian Empire had significantly lower literacy rates compared to Western Europe. This widespread 

illiteracy limited access to information and contributed to a sense of isolation from the intellectual currents 

of Western Europe. In 1900, Russia's literacy rate was estimated to be around 20%, compared to over 90% 

in countries like Great Britain and Germany (Brooks, 1985). Russian folk culture was rich in mystical and 

religious beliefs, often rooted in pre-Christian traditions. These beliefs, which included a strong emphasis 

on community and tradition, contrasted with the rationalism and individualism of Western Enlightenment 

thought. The Russian Orthodox Church played a central role in Russian society, reinforcing traditional 

values and providing a sense of cultural distinctiveness. While sharing some common roots with Western 

Christianity, the Russian Orthodox Church also developed its own unique traditions and often viewed 

Western influences with suspicion (Walicki, 1979). Some Russian intellectuals and political leaders 

expressed anti-Western sentiments and advocated for a uniquely Russian path to socialism. Fyodor 

Dostoevsky, a prominent Russian novelist and philosopher, expressed deep skepticism towards Western 

values and advocated for a uniquely Russian form of spirituality and social organization. He criticized the 

materialism and individualism of Western societies, arguing that they were undermining traditional values 

and leading to social decay. Alexander Herzen, a Russian socialist and writer, criticized Western capitalism 

and advocated for a form of socialism rooted in the Russian peasant commune. He believed that the 

commune, with its emphasis on communal ownership and cooperation, provided a model for a more just 

and equitable society (Herzen, 1853). 

These factors combined to create a form of socialism that was often suspicious of and hostile towards the 

West. This hostility was fuelled by resentment of Western economic and political dominance, as well as a 

sense of cultural and religious distinctiveness.  

F. The Strategic Use of Socialist Rhetoric: From Cold War Blocs to 21st-Century Geopolitics 

(Continued) 

Furthermore, the rise of anti-systemic movements within Western democracies has created new 

opportunities for external powers to exploit social divisions and undermine the liberal international order. 

These movements, often fueled by economic anxieties, cultural resentments, and a sense of political 

alienation, have been targeted by Russian disinformation campaigns and propaganda efforts. The goal is to 

amplify existing tensions, exacerbate political polarization, and weaken support for democratic institutions 

and international cooperation. For example, Russian interference in the 2016 US presidential election, 

through the use of social media bots and the spread of fake news, aimed to sow discord and undermine trust 

in the democratic process (Mueller Report, 2019). Similar tactics have been employed in Europe, where 

Russia has been accused of supporting far-right and nationalist parties that oppose the European Union and 

NATO. Beyond the realm of rhetoric and ideology, the strategic use of economic tools has become a central 

feature of the new global competition. The Soviet Union, during the Cold War, used economic aid and trade 

agreements to solidify its relationships with client states and expand its sphere of influence. Similarly, Nazi 

Germany, in the lead-up to World War II, leveraged its economic strength to gain influence and build 

alliances, often through coercive trade practices and the exploitation of occupied territories. 

In the 21st century, China has emerged as a master of using economic tools for geopolitical gain. Through 

its Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), China has invested billions of dollars in infrastructure projects across 

Asia, Africa, and Europe. While presented as a benevolent effort to promote global development, the BRI 

has also been criticized as a tool for expanding Chinese influence, creating debt dependencies, and gaining 

access to strategic resources (Jones & Zeng, 2019). China's economic leverage has allowed it to pressure 

countries to adopt policies favorable to its interests, to silence criticism of its human rights record, and to 

undermine the influence of Western democracies. 
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The rise of anti-systemic movements within Western democracies presents a particularly insidious 

challenge. These movements, often fueled by economic anxieties, social grievances, and a sense of cultural 

alienation, can be exploited by external powers to destabilize democratic institutions from within. This 

"Trojan Horse" effect, where seemingly domestic movements are used to advance the interests of foreign 

powers, poses a significant threat to the integrity of democratic processes and the stability of Western 

societies. 

Chapter V: Arab Nationalism and Socialism: Anti-Western Sentiment and Authoritarianism: 

This chapter examines the complex interplay of Arab nationalism and socialism in the 20th and 21st 

centuries, focusing on how these ideologies were shaped by the legacy of colonialism, the Cold War rivalry, 

and the rise of authoritarian regimes. It analyses the use of anti-Western sentiment as a mobilizing force and 

explores the ways in which socialist rhetoric and policies were employed to achieve both national liberation 

and, in some cases, to consolidate authoritarian rule. By examining these historical developments, we can 

gain a deeper understanding of the challenges facing the Arab world today and the enduring appeal of anti-

systemic ideologies that often cloak themselves in the language of nationalism and social justice. 

A. The Allure and Peril of the Past: Tradition vs. Modernity in Arab Nationalist and Socialist Thought 

The Arab world, in its journey through the 20th and into the 21st century, has been a crucible for the complex 

interplay between tradition and modernity. This tension is particularly evident in the evolution of Arab 

nationalist and socialist thought. In the early to mid-20th century, a wave of Arab nationalism swept the 

region, fuelled by a desire for independence and a rejection of Western domination. Leaders like Gamal 

Abdel Nasser in Egypt skilfully employed a rhetoric that blended socialist ideals with a potent appeal to 

Arab unity and cultural pride. Nasser, for instance, often denounced Western colonialism, accusing it of 

exploiting Arab resources and undermining Arab sovereignty (Nutting, 1972). This anti-colonial stance 

resonated deeply within a population that had long experienced economic exploitation and political 

interference from European powers, exemplified by the lingering resentment over the Sykes-Picot 

Agreement of 1916, which carved up the Ottoman Empire's Arab territories between Britain and France 

(Fromkin, 1989). The narrative was often intertwined with an idealized vision of the past. Pre-colonial Arab 

societies were portrayed as harmonious communities, where communal values, religious piety, and social 

solidarity prevailed. This romanticized view of history served as a powerful counter-narrative to the 

perceived decadence and materialism of the West. Michel Aflaq, a key ideologue of the Ba'ath Party, called 

for an "Arab Renaissance" that would draw upon the glories of the Arab past, particularly the perceived 

golden age of Islamic civilization, to build a unified and powerful Arab nation (Dawisha, 2009). This vision 

emphasized a shared language, culture, and history as the foundation for a unified Arab state that could 

reclaim its rightful place on the world stage. 

This search for authenticity extended beyond political rhetoric. Intellectuals and leaders engaged in heated 

debates about how to reconcile Western ideas and technologies with their own cultural and religious 

traditions. Some, like the influential Islamist thinker Sayyid Qutb, rejected Western influence outright, 

framing it as a form of "cultural imperialism" and "moral decadence." Qutb criticized Western materialism 

and advocated for a return to Islamic values as the basis for a just and authentic society, arguing that the 

West was in a state of moral decline (Qutb, 1964). His ideas profoundly influenced the development of 

Islamist movements, some of which adopted increasingly radical and anti-Western stances. 

It's crucial to understand that this tension between tradition and modernity wasn't unique to the Arab world. 

Similar struggles played out in post-colonial societies across Asia and Africa. Even within Europe, the rise 

of fascism in the interwar period demonstrated a similar yearning for a return to a romanticized past, albeit 

one based on distorted notions of racial purity and national destiny. The Meiji Restoration in Japan, for 

instance, offers another parallel, where a nation sought to modernize rapidly by adopting Western 

technologies and institutions while simultaneously preserving its unique cultural identity. However, the 

Arab experience was uniquely shaped by the enduring legacy of European colonialism. The struggle for 

independence was not just about political sovereignty; it was also a struggle for cultural self-determination. 

The experience of colonial rule fueled a deep-seated resentment towards the West, which was often 

perceived as not only politically and economically dominant but also culturally arrogant. This resentment 

would become a powerful force in shaping the trajectory of Arab nationalism and socialism in the decades 
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to come. It's also essential to acknowledge the diversity of perspectives within Arab societies. The 

contrasting visions of Nasser, advocating for a secular, socialist Arab nationalism, and Qutb, promoting an 

Islamist vision, highlight the internal debates and the multifaceted nature of the struggle for identity and 

self-determination in the post-colonial Arab world. 

B. Anti-Colonialism as a Tool of Ideological Warfare and State-Building 

The struggle against colonial rule in the Arab world was not merely a political or military conflict; it was 

also a battle of ideas. Anti-colonial movements skilfully employed narratives and rhetoric to challenge the 

legitimacy of Western imperialism and mobilize support for national liberation. These movements often 

drew upon socialist principles to critique the economic exploitation inherent in the colonial system, while 

simultaneously appealing to nationalist sentiments and a shared cultural heritage. 

A key tactic employed by these movements was the strategic portrayal of Western powers as imperialists 

and exploiters. Leaders like Gamal Abdel Nasser masterfully used speeches and writings to depict the West 

as a predatory force seeking to control Arab resources and undermine Arab culture. Nasser's fiery rhetoric, 

particularly during the Suez Crisis, resonated deeply with a population that had experienced firsthand the 

injustices of colonial rule. He skilfully framed the conflict as a struggle between Arab dignity and Western 

domination, galvanizing support not only in Egypt but across the Arab world (Nasser, 1954). Similarly, 

Frantz Fanon, in his influential work The Wretched of the Earth (1961), provided a powerful intellectual 

framework for understanding the psychological and social damage inflicted by colonialism, arguing that 

violence was a necessary tool for liberation. 

Socialist ideas provided a powerful framework for critiquing Western capitalism and promoting an 

alternative vision of economic development. Many anti-colonial movements saw socialism as a path towards 

economic independence and social justice, a way to break free from the exploitative structures imposed by 

colonial powers. The Algerian National Liberation Front (FLN), for instance, incorporated socialist 

principles into its platform, envisioning a post-independence Algeria that would prioritize social welfare 

and economic equality (Horne, 1977). The use of socialist rhetoric helped these movements to mobilize 

popular support, particularly among the working class and peasantry, who had suffered the most under 

colonial rule. However, the embrace of socialism in the Arab world was often intertwined with a strong 

emphasis on national liberation and self-determination. These movements drew inspiration from other anti-

colonial struggles around the globe, such as the Indian independence movement led by Mahatma Gandhi 

and the fight against apartheid in South Africa. They saw themselves as part of a broader global movement 

against imperialism and oppression. This emphasis on national liberation often took precedence over 

traditional socialist concerns with class struggle, leading to a unique blend of socialist and nationalist 

ideologies. 

Understanding that anti-colonial movements did not constitute a homogenous group is essential. They 

encompassed a wide spectrum of ideologies and employed diverse tactics. While the Algerian FLN, for 

instance, waged a protracted and violent armed struggle against French rule, other movements adopted more 

non-violent approaches, focusing on civil disobedience and political mobilization. Moreover, not all anti-

colonial movements were inherently socialist or anti-Western. Some, like the Muslim Brotherhood in its 

early years, focused on cultural and religious revival, while others sought to modernize their societies by 

selectively adopting certain Western ideas and institutions while maintaining their distinct cultural 

identities. The diverse paths taken by these movements reflect the complex and multifaceted nature of the 

struggle against colonial rule and the ongoing debates about the best path towards national liberation and 

development. 

C. The Soviet Union's Strategic Embrace of Arab Nationalism 

During the Cold War, the Arab world became a key arena for the global rivalry between the United States 

and the Soviet Union. The Soviet Union, in particular, saw an opportunity to expand its influence by 

supporting nationalist and socialist movements that opposed West in terms of political and economic 

penetration in the region. The resistance was based on the strong propaganda term: “Western imperialism”. 

This support was often framed in terms of friendship and solidarity, but it was also driven by a clear strategic 

agenda to undermine Western interests and promote the spread of communist ideology. USSR presented 
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itself as a champion of anti-colonialism and a natural ally of the newly independent Arab states. Soviet 

propaganda emphasized the shared struggle against Western imperialism and highlighted the Soviet Union's 

own experience in overcoming oppression and achieving rapid development. Soviet media outlets, such as 

radio broadcasts and publications specifically tailored for Arab audiences, frequently condemned Western 

intervention in the region and promoted the idea of a socialist path to progress (Freedman, 2019). This 

narrative resonated with many Arabs who were disillusioned with the broken promises of the former colonial 

powers and who saw the Soviet Union as a potential alternative to Western dominance. 

The Soviet Union's involvement in the Arab world was driven by more than just altruism or ideological 

affinity. It was also driven by a strategic desire to expand its sphere of influence and challenge the United 

States on a global scale. The Middle East, with its vast oil reserves and strategic location, was a particularly 

important prize in the Cold War competition. The Soviet Union provided substantial military and economic 

aid to countries like Egypt, Syria, and Iraq, hoping to secure allies and gain access to strategic resources. 

The construction of the Aswan High Dam in Egypt, financed and supported by the Soviet Union, became a 

potent symbol of Soviet-Egyptian cooperation and a major propaganda victory for Moscow (Heikal, 1973). 

This Cold War rivalry significantly impacted the political landscape of the Arab world. It often exacerbated 

existing tensions and fueled regional conflicts, as both superpowers supported different states and groups in 

an effort to advance their own strategic interests. The Arab-Israeli conflict, for instance, became increasingly 

intertwined with the Cold War, with the Soviet Union backing Arab states and the United States supporting 

Israel (Gaddis, 2005). This dynamic further complicated the search for peace and stability in the region, 

turning the Middle East into a battleground for proxy wars and ideological struggles that extended far 

beyond its borders. 

D. The Rise of Authoritarian Regimes and the Distortion of Socialist Ideals 

The post-colonial era in the Middle East witnessed the rise of authoritarian regimes that often employed 

socialist rhetoric and policies to consolidate power, suppress dissent, and pursue ambitious projects of 

national development. While these regimes varied in their specific ideologies and practices, they shared a 

common tendency towards centralized control, limited political freedoms, and a reliance on state-led 

economic models. Leaders like Gamal Abdel Nasser in Egypt, Hafez al-Assad in Syria, and Saddam Hussein 

in Iraq often justified their authoritarian rule by invoking the need for stability, national unity, and rapid 

modernization. They argued that a strong, centralized state was essential to overcome the legacy of 

colonialism, resist foreign interference, and achieve economic progress. Nasser, for example, presented 

himself as the leader of a unified Arab world, pursuing a socialist path to development that would liberate 

the region from Western influence and create a more just and equitable society (Vatikiotis, 1978). This 

narrative often involved a cult of personality, with the leader portrayed as the embodiment of the nation's 

will and aspirations. 

Anti-Western sentiment became a powerful tool for these regimes to deflect criticism, mobilize popular 

support, and justify their often-repressive policies. They frequently blamed Western powers for the region's 

problems, accusing them of seeking to undermine Arab sovereignty, exploit their resources, and impose 

their own cultural values. This rhetoric resonated with a population that had experienced the negative 

consequences of colonialism and continued to perceive Western interference in their internal affairs. Leaders 

like Muammar Gaddafi of Libya took this anti-Western stance to an extreme, presenting themselves as 

champions of anti-imperialism and promoting a radical ideology that blended elements of socialism, 

nationalism, and Islam (Vandewalle, 2006). 

The socialist ideals that these regimes frequently espoused were often distorted and manipulated to serve 

their own political agendas. While they implemented policies such as land reform, nationalization of 

industries, and the expansion of social welfare programs, these measures were often designed to consolidate 

the power of the ruling elite rather than to achieve genuine social equality. Political freedoms were severely 

restricted, opposition parties were banned or marginalized, and the media was tightly controlled. Secret 

police forces, surveillance networks, and the use of torture and imprisonment were employed to silence 

dissent and maintain the regime's grip on power (Hinnebusch, 2001). 

While the rise of these authoritarian regimes can be partly attributed to the legacy of colonialism—which 

often left behind weak states with artificial borders and deep-seated social divisions—this explanation can 
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sometimes serve as a propaganda tool employed by autocratic and corrupt governments to deflect blame 

from their own mismanagement. In reality, nations such as Japan, South Korea, Singapore, and West 

Germany, despite experiencing defeat or colonial rule, have achieved remarkable economic and social 

progress, challenging the notion that colonialism irreversibly impedes development (Johnson, 1982; 

Acemoglu & Robinson, 2012). For instance, South Korea transformed from a war-torn country into one of 

the world's leading economies within a few decades, with its GDP per capita increasing from $158 in 1960 

to over $31,000 in 2018 (World Bank, 2019). This evidence suggests that attributing current 

authoritarianism solely to colonial legacies overlooks the agency of domestic leadership and is often a 

narrative employed to mask internal shortcomings (Kleinfeld, 2015).  

The Cold War also played a role, with both the US and the Soviet Union supporting authoritarian regimes 

that aligned with their respective interests, often at the expense of democratic values. The Sykes-Picot 

Agreement of 1916, a secret pact between Britain and France that divided the Ottoman Empire's Arab 

territories into spheres of influence, is often cited as a key example of how colonial powers disregarded 

local realities and created artificial states that lacked internal cohesion and legitimacy (Fromkin, 1989). It's 

crucial to recognize that the experiences with authoritarianism in the Middle East have been diverse. While 

some regimes, like those of Saddam Hussein in Iraq and Hafez al-Assad in Syria, were characterized by 

extreme brutality and totalitarian control, others, such as the monarchies of Jordan and Morocco, have been 

relatively more tolerant of political dissent and have implemented limited reforms. However, the overall 

trend in the region has been a persistence of authoritarian rule, which has hindered the development of 

democratic institutions, fueled social unrest, and contributed to regional instability. 

E. State-Sponsored Terrorism, Radicalization, and the Weaponization of Grievances 

The use of state-sponsored terrorism and the exploitation of marginalized groups became increasingly 

prominent features of the political landscape in the Middle East, particularly in the latter half of the 20th 

century. Some regimes, seeking to advance their regional agendas and undermine their opponents, resorted 

to supporting terrorist organizations or directly engaging in acts of terrorism. This often involved a complex 

interplay of ideological motivations, strategic calculations, and the cynical manipulation of popular 

grievances. 

Libya under Muammar Gaddafi provides a stark example of a state using terrorism as a tool of foreign 

policy. The 1988 bombing of Pan Am Flight 103 over Lockerbie, Scotland, which killed 270 people, was 

widely attributed to Libyan intelligence agents (St. John, 2008). This act of terrorism, along with other 

instances of Libyan involvement in international terrorism, led to international condemnation and sanctions 

against Gaddafi's regime. Similarly, Syria under the Assad regime has been accused of supporting terrorist 

groups like Hezbollah and Hamas, providing them with weapons, training, and sanctuary. This support has 

been part of a broader strategy to project Syrian power in the region, particularly in Lebanon and in the 

conflict with Israel (Seale, 1988). 

Beyond state sponsorship, the radicalization of marginalized groups has become a significant concern. The 

lack of economic opportunities, political freedoms, and social mobility in many Arab countries has created 

a breeding ground for extremism. Groups like al-Qaeda and ISIS have skilfully exploited these grievances, 

using sophisticated propaganda and social media campaigns to recruit and radicalize individuals, 

particularly young people who feel disenfranchised and disillusioned with the status quo (Kepel, 2002). 

These groups often tap into a potent mix of religious fervor, anti-Western sentiment, and a desire for 

belonging and purpose. 

The use of terrorism and the radicalization of marginalized groups are not unique to the Arab world. 

Throughout history, various movements have employed these tactics to challenge the existing order and 

achieve their political goals. From 19th-century anarchist bombings to the IRA's campaign against British 

rule in Northern Ireland, terrorism has often been used as a weapon of the weak against more powerful 

adversaries (Coogan, 1995). However, the scale and intensity of terrorism in the late 20th and early 21st 

centuries, particularly in the Middle East, have reached unprecedented levels, fueled by a confluence of 

factors including the rise of extremist ideologies, the proliferation of weapons, and the destabilizing effects 

of regional conflicts. 
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F. The Perversion of Ideals: Socialism as a Tool for Authoritarianism and Global Disruption 

(Continued) 

The enduring legacy of these distortions is evident in the challenges facing the Arab world today. The Arab 

Spring uprisings, while initially driven by demands for democracy and social justice, ultimately exposed 

the fragility of many Arab states and the deep-seated social and political divisions within them. The rise of 

Islamist movements, some of which have embraced violence and extremism, further complicates the 

landscape, adding a new dimension to the struggle for power and legitimacy in the region. It is essential to 

recognize that these movements, while often employing religious rhetoric, are also driven by political and 

economic grievances, reflecting the enduring appeal of anti-systemic ideologies in a region marked by 

inequality, authoritarianism, and foreign intervention. 

The manipulation of socialist ideals by authoritarian regimes is not limited to the Arab world. As discussed 

in earlier chapters, the Soviet Union under Stalin and Nazi Germany under Hitler both employed distorted 

forms of socialism to consolidate their power and pursue their expansionist agendas. These regimes 

demonstrated how socialist rhetoric about equality and social justice could be twisted to justify totalitarian 

rule, the suppression of dissent, and the persecution of minorities. In the 21st century, we see a similar 

dynamic at play on a global scale. Authoritarian regimes, such as those in Russia and China, have adopted 

a form of state capitalism that combines elements of socialist planning with market mechanisms. This allows 

them to achieve rapid economic growth while maintaining tight political control. They have also become 

adept at using the language of international cooperation and "win-win" partnerships to mask their strategic 

ambitions and undermine the Western-led international order. Russia, under Putin, has utilized a blend of 

nationalist and socialist rhetoric to justify its assertive foreign policy and its interventions in neighbouring 

countries. The annexation of Crimea and the ongoing conflict in Ukraine, for example, were framed as 

efforts to protect ethnic Russians and resist the expansion of NATO. Russia has also actively supported anti-

systemic movements in the West, using propaganda and disinformation to exploit social divisions and 

weaken democratic institutions. China, while maintaining a communist political system, has embraced a 

unique form of "socialism with Chinese characteristics" that has allowed it to achieve unprecedented 

economic growth. However, this economic success has been accompanied by increasing authoritarianism 

at home and a more assertive foreign policy abroad. China's Belt and Road Initiative, while presented as a 

project for global development, has raised concerns about debt traps, economic coercion, and the expansion 

of Chinese influence. 

Furthermore, these regimes have strategically employed economic tools to advance their interests and 

undermine their rivals. The Soviet Union's rapid industrialization, Nazi Germany's state-directed economy, 

and the centrally planned economies of several Arab states, while achieving varying degrees of economic 

success, also served to strengthen the power of the state and suppress individual liberties. In the 

contemporary context, China's economic influence has become a powerful tool for projecting its power 

globally. Through investments, loans, and trade deals, China has gained leverage over countries in Africa, 

Latin America, and even Europe. This economic power can be used to pressure countries to align with 

China's political agenda, to silence criticism of its human rights record, and to undermine the influence of 

Western democracies. 

The rise of anti-systemic movements within Western democracies adds another layer of complexity to this 

global dynamic. These movements, often fuelled by economic anxieties, social grievances, and a sense of 

cultural alienation, can be exploited by external powers to destabilize democratic institutions from within. 

This "Trojan Horse" effect, where seemingly domestic movements are used to advance the interests of 

foreign powers, poses a significant threat to the integrity of democratic processes and the stability of Western 

societies. 

Chapter VI: The Global Resurgence of National Socialist Ideologies in the 21st Century 

The optimism that accompanied the end of the Cold War and the apparent triumph of liberal democracy has 

been gradually challenged by a disturbing trend in the 21st century: the resurgence of national socialist and 

other anti-systemic ideologies across the globe. This resurgence is not limited to fringe groups or isolated 

incidents; it manifests in the rise of far-right political parties, the spread of extremist rhetoric online, and the 

increasing assertiveness of authoritarian regimes that draw upon a potent blend of nationalism, populism, 
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and anti-Western sentiment. This chapter examines the contemporary manifestations of these ideologies, 

analyzing the narratives they employ, the factors contributing to their rise, and the challenges they pose to 

global security, cooperation, and the liberal international order. 

A. Economic and Cultural Underpinnings of Modern Reactionary Movements 

The rise of new reactionary movements in the West and beyond represents a significant challenge to the 

liberal democratic order. These movements, while diverse in their specific ideologies and goals, share a 

common set of grievances and a deep-seated hostility towards Western values and institutions. They often 

frame their opposition to the West in terms of cultural decline, moral decay, and economic exploitation, 

drawing upon a potent blend of nationalism, populism, and anti-immigrant sentiment. These movements are 

not simply a fringe phenomenon but represent a broader backlash against globalization, multiculturalism, 

and the perceived excesses of liberalism. 

At the core of these movements lies a rejection of the pluralism and cosmopolitanism that characterize many 

Western societies. Beneath this opposition are deeper issues of masked protectionism and isolationism, 

strategies employed to protect local business structures and preserve the power of entrenched political elites 

(Rodrik, 2018). Pluralism embodies universal human rights, forming the foundation for international 

organizations and international law. These international laws facilitate the freedom of movement for people 

and capital, essential components of international trade and economic integration (Held & McGrew, 2007). 

For instance, Hungary, which has adopted traditionalist and anti-globalist stances, has been reported as one 

of the most corrupt countries in Europe (Transparency International, 2020). Its government's protectionist 

measures and resistance to pluralistic values have been linked to increased corruption and a decline in 

democratic institutions. This example illustrates how the rejection of cosmopolitan ideals can serve to shield 

local elites and hinder broader societal progress. 

Groups like the Identitarian movement in Europe, with their focus on ethnopluralism, advocate for a return 

to a more homogeneous society, often defined in terms of ethnicity or shared cultural heritage. They believe 

that different ethnic and cultural groups should live separately to preserve their distinct identities. This often 

manifests as opposition to immigration, particularly from Muslim-majority countries, which is portrayed as 

an existential threat to European culture and identity. However, beneath the surface of these movements lie 

deep structural and economic problems that significantly contribute to their rise. In Germany, for example, 

the attention often centers on the visible rise of the Alternative for Germany (AfD) party, but this focus can 

obscure underlying issues such as over-bureaucratization and rigid labor market protections (Dustmann et 

al., 2014). These structural challenges have placed pressure on key industries, notably the automotive sector, 

which has faced significant restructuring demands due to technological advancements and global 

competition (OECD, 2020). 

The German economy has experienced slowed growth and faces demographic challenges, including an 

aging population, which strain the social welfare system and labor markets (Federal Statistical Office of 

Germany, 2021). These economic strains culminated in difficulties within the manufacturing sector, leading 

to public dissatisfaction with traditional political parties perceived as unable to address these systemic issues 

effectively (Gidron & Hall, 2017). As a result, parties like the AfD on the right and Die Linke on the left 

have gained traction by tapping into economic anxieties and offering radical alternatives (Arzheimer, 2015). 

Empirical studies have demonstrated that regions experiencing higher unemployment and economic 

stagnation show increased support for populist parties, suggesting that economic grievances play a 

substantial role in driving such political shifts (Dippel, Gold, & Heblich, 2015). This pattern indicates that 

the rise of ethnonationalist movements is not merely a reaction to cultural or identity concerns but is deeply 

intertwined with unresolved structural economic problems (Inglehart & Norris, 2016).  

The Alt-Right in the United States, while less organized, similarly promotes white nationalism and anti-

immigrant policies, often espousing anti-Semitic and racist views. These groups, while claiming to represent 

the interests of the "true" people of their respective nations, fundamentally differ from traditional 

conservatism in their rejection of pluralistic values and their willingness to embrace more radical and 

authoritarian solutions. Their ideological underpinnings often draw upon a distorted and selective 

interpretation of history, invoking idealized visions of the past to legitimize their present-day political 

agendas. Even in USA, these movements skillfully employ narratives that tap into anxieties about 
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globalization, economic insecurity, and cultural change. They often utilize terms like "globalism," "cultural 

Marxism," and "the deep state" to portray the West as a corrupt and oppressive force. "Globalism" is used 

as a catch-all term to describe the perceived negative consequences of globalization, including the erosion 

of national sovereignty and the loss of jobs to foreign competition. "Cultural Marxism" is a conspiracy 

theory that alleges a Marxist plot to undermine Western societies through the promotion of multiculturalism, 

feminism, and LGBTQ+ rights. "The deep state" refers to another conspiracy theory that posits a hidden 

network of powerful individuals and institutions that control the government and manipulate events behind 

the scenes. These narratives, often disseminated through online platforms and social media, resonate with 

those who feel left behind by economic globalization, those who fear cultural change, and those who are 

disillusioned with traditional political parties. 

Beneath these surface-level grievances lie deeper economic realities that fuel support for far-right 

movements. In states with higher Far Right support, such as those in the American South and Midwest, 

there is a significant issue of unemployment among local populations, often referred to as the "redneck" 

problem (Hochschild, 2016). Businesses in these regions frequently hire immigrants for lower wages, 

exacerbating tensions and perceptions of job displacement among native workers (Borjas, 2016). 

Additionally, large corporations and factories have increasingly outsourced production to low-cost 

destinations, further eroding local job markets and contributing to economic insecurity (Autor, Dorn, & 

Hanson, 2013). 

The rise of these movements is not a sudden or isolated phenomenon. It has historical parallels in the rise 

of fascism in the interwar period, which similarly capitalized on economic hardship, social instability, and 

nationalist sentiment. The current backlash against globalization echoes the anti-liberal and nationalist 

movements of the early 20th century, which rejected international cooperation and embraced protectionist 

policies. It is essential to recognize that these new reactionary movements are not monolithic, and there are 

mant predispose considerations. They encompass a range of beliefs and goals, and their supporters are 

motivated by a variety of factors. However, their shared rejection of liberal democratic norms, their use of 

divisive rhetoric, and their potential to destabilize democratic institutions pose a significant threat that must 

be addressed. In general, economic conditions characterized by widespread unemployment, income 

inequality, and economic instability can create fertile ground for the rise of extremism (Moghaddam, 2005). 

Psychological theories suggest that when individuals face prolonged economic hardship, they may 

experience feelings of relative deprivation, frustration, and loss of personal control, which increase their 

susceptibility to extremist ideologies offering simple explanations and scapegoats for their plight (Gurr, 

1970). Failed regimes and struggling economies often exploit these conditions by shifting blame onto 

external entities or minority groups to divert attention from their own mismanagement, thereby maintaining 

their grip on power (Staub, 1989). This strategy unifies the population against a common enemy, reduces 

internal dissent, and justifies authoritative measures. Exposure to radical and hostile propaganda under such 

regimes has profound psychological consequences on the population. It can lead to heightened intergroup 

aggression and dehumanization of the perceived 'other,' reinforcing an us-versus-them mentality (Bandura, 

1990). This environment fosters social polarization, diminishes critical thinking, and normalizes extreme 

behaviours, making individuals more accepting of violence and less tolerant of diversity. Such 

psychological impacts undermine social cohesion and can entrench cycles of hostility and authoritarianism 

within society. 

 

B. Russia and China: The New Competitors 

Today, the resurgence of nationalist and anti-systemic ideologies is not confined to the West. Russia and 

China, under their current leadership, have increasingly challenged the Western-led international order, 

promoting alternative models of governance that prioritize national sovereignty, economic self-interest, and 

a rejection of liberal democratic values. Beyond their domestic policies, both countries have strategically 

exploited socioeconomic weaknesses in Western nations to fuel and support radical movements, aiming to 

destabilize and divide democratic societies (Polyakova, 2016). Russia, in particular, has been linked to 

providing financial and ideological support to far-right parties in Europe. For instance, the French National 

Front (now National Rally), led by Marine Le Pen, received a significant loan from a Russian bank in 2014, 

raising concerns about Russian influence on European politics (Shekhovtsov, 2017). Similarly, the 
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Alternative for Germany (AfD) has displayed pro-Russian sentiments, with some party members engaging 

in coordinated efforts that align with Russian foreign policy interests (Meister, 2016). In Italy, the League 

party (Lega Nord) and its leader Matteo Salvini have openly admired Russian President Vladimir Putin, and 

investigations have suggested potential Russian attempts to influence Italian politics through clandestine 

funding and information campaigns (Futter & Collins, 2019). 

China has also extended its influence through economic investments and soft power initiatives, exploiting 

divisions within the European Union to advance its strategic interests (Benner et al., 2018). While China's 

involvement with European far-right groups is less direct than Russia's, it has sought to capitalize on 

economic vulnerabilities by offering investments that can sway national policies, potentially undermining 

collective EU decision-making (Oertel, 2020). Additionally, China's extensive propaganda efforts aim to 

promote its authoritarian governance model while discrediting Western democratic ideals, contributing to 

the ideological shift in some segments of Western societies (Brady, 2015). These strategic interventions by 

Russia and China capitalize on existing socioeconomic disparities and public discontent within Western 

countries, exacerbating polarization and the appeal of radical ideologies. By supporting extremist 

movements and undermining confidence in liberal democratic institutions, they aim to weaken the cohesion 

of Western alliances and challenge the dominance of democratic norms on the global stage (Lucas & 

Pomerantsev, 2016). The exploitation of economic weaknesses thus serves both nations' geopolitical 

objectives by fostering instability and attracting countries toward their alternative models of governance. 

Under Vladimir Putin, Russia has adopted an increasingly assertive foreign policy, seeking to restore its 

status as a great power and challenge what it perceives as Western dominance. The narrative of the "Great 

Patriotic War" (World War II) has been instrumental in fostering national pride and justifying Russia's 

actions, including the annexation of Crimea in 2014 and the ongoing conflict in Ukraine. Putin has 

frequently criticized the West for its alleged hypocrisy and double standards, accusing it of interfering in 

the internal affairs of other countries while ignoring its own shortcomings (Putin, 2007). This narrative 

resonates with many Russians who feel that their country has been unfairly treated by the West since the 

collapse of the Soviet Union. Furthermore, Russia has actively promoted a conservative social agenda, 

emphasizing traditional values and the importance of the Orthodox Church, in contrast to the perceived 

moral decay of the West. 

China, under the leadership of the Communist Party, has similarly sought to challenge the Western-led 

order, albeit through a different approach. While embracing economic globalization, China has steadfastly 

resisted political liberalization and has promoted a model of "state capitalism" that combines market 

mechanisms with strong state control. The Chinese government emphasizes the importance of national 

sovereignty and non-interference in the internal affairs of other countries, often criticizing Western countries 

for their human rights record and their attempts to promote democracy abroad. The narrative of the "Century 

of Humiliation," a period of foreign intervention and exploitation in the 19th and early 20th centuries, plays 

a crucial role in mobilizing nationalist sentiment and justifying China's pursuit of a more assertive role in 

global affairs (Wang, 2012). The Belt and Road Initiative, a massive infrastructure project spanning across 

continents, can be seen as a key element in China's strategy to reshape global trade and increase its economic 

and political influence. 

China's increasing involvement in Central and Eastern Europe, particularly in Hungary, Serbia, and the 

broader Balkan region, has been characterized by significant investments that align with the strategic 

interests of local governments exhibiting reactionary, traditionalist, and anti-globalist tendencies. In 

Hungary, substantial Chinese investments have materialized through the "Eastern Opening" policy initiated 

by Prime Minister Viktor Orbán's government, which seeks to reduce reliance on Western economies and 

institutions (Weiss, 2019). Notably, the Budapest-Belgrade railway modernization project, valued at 

approximately $2.89 billion, has been a flagship initiative enhancing Hungary's connectivity with China 

under the Belt and Road Initiative (Vangeli, 2017). This economic cooperation bolsters Hungary's 

nationalistic agenda, emphasizing sovereignty and a departure from liberal democratic norms promoted by 

the European Union. In Serbia, China's investments exceed $10 billion, encompassing infrastructure, 

energy, and telecommunications sectors (Pavlićević, 2019). The Serbian government, under President 

Aleksandar Vučić, has welcomed Chinese funding for projects like the Pupin Bridge and the Kostolac power 

plant, aligning with a political stance that often resists Western influence and espouses traditionalist values 

(Zoubir & Kardas, 2020). The deepening economic ties have facilitated a strategic partnership wherein 
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China supports regimes that are sceptical of globalization and Western hegemonic structures, promoting an 

alternative model of development and governance. These patterns illustrate how substantial Chinese 

investments in the Balkans are intertwined with the rise and sustenance of elites who prioritize national 

sovereignty over global integration, often resisting democratic reforms advocated by Western entities. The 

symbiotic relationship enables China to expand its geopolitical influence while providing these governments 

with economic resources that reinforce their domestic agendas. 

The current rivalry between the West, Russia, and China shares some similarities with historical examples 

of great power competition; however, it has evolved into a more complex landscape characterized by 

propaganda, hybrid warfare, disinformation campaigns, and psychological operations. The competition for 

technological dominance, economic influence, and geopolitical power echoes the Cold War arms race and 

the struggle for ideological supremacy between the United States and the Soviet Union (Allison, 2017). 

Unlike the bipolar world of the Cold War, today's global economy is deeply interconnected and 

interdependent, transforming the nature of international conflict and cooperation. The rise of globalization, 

digital economies, and integrated financial systems means that economic warfare now includes cyber-

attacks, economic sanctions, and strategic investments—key components of hybrid warfare strategies 

employed by state and non-state actors (Rid, 2013). Russia and China have been adept at utilizing hybrid 

warfare tactics, including disinformation and psychological warfare, to exploit vulnerabilities within 

Western societies (Marten, 2019). For example, Russia's alleged interference in the 2016 U.S. presidential 

election involved sophisticated disinformation campaigns aimed at polarizing the electorate and 

undermining trust in democratic institutions (U.S. Senate Intelligence Committee, 2019). Similarly, China's 

expansive global media initiatives and cyber capabilities have been used to project soft power and influence 

public opinion abroad (Shambaugh, 2015). 

Economically, the world today differs significantly from the Cold War era due to unprecedented levels of 

global trade and financial integration. According to the World Bank, global trade as a percentage of GDP 

increased from 39% in 1990 to 60% in 2019, illustrating the heightened economic interdependence among 

nations (World Bank, 2020). This interconnectedness complicates direct confrontations, as economic 

sanctions or disruptions can have widespread repercussions, including for those imposing them. 

Consequently, today's great power competition involves a blend of confrontation and cooperation, where 

rivals may clash in certain arenas while collaborating in others. It is crucial to avoid simplistic narratives 

that portray the current situation as a new Cold War or an inevitable clash of civilizations. The relationships 

among these powers are multifaceted, encompassing both competition and collaboration. Despite their 

ideological differences, the West, Russia, and China have cooperated on global challenges such as climate 

change and counterterrorism. All three were signatories to the Paris Agreement, signaling a commitment to 

address environmental concerns collectively (Torney, 2019). In counterterrorism, they have shared 

intelligence and coordinated efforts against extremist groups that pose threats across borders (Rolland, 

2019). These examples demonstrate that shared interests can transcend ideological divides, emphasizing the 

complexity of modern international relations, and the narrow scope of reactions to hybrid warfare.  

C. Consequences for Europe: The German Engine Stalls 

The rise of anti-systemic movements within Europe, coupled with external pressures from Russia and China, 

poses significant challenges to the European Union and its leading power, Germany. These challenges have 

manifested in growing political polarization, the rise of Euroscepticism, and a weakening of the consensus 

around liberal democratic values, threatening the stability and future direction of the European project. 

Anti-systemic movements within Europe have increasingly targeted the European Union, portraying it as 

an undemocratic and unaccountable institution that undermines national sovereignty and imposes a liberal 

agenda on its member states. Eurosceptic parties, such as the Alternative for Germany (AfD) and the 

National Rally in France, have gained significant support in recent years by tapping into anxieties about 

immigration, economic inequality, and the loss of national control (Mudde, 2007). They often use terms like 

"Brussels bureaucracy" and "German dominance" to criticize the EU's decision-making processes and the 

perceived influence of Germany within the Union. These parties often advocate for a more decentralized 

EU, with greater powers for national governments, or even for their countries to leave the Union altogether, 

as exemplified by the Brexit campaign in the United Kingdom. The rise of these movements has contributed 

to increasing political polarization within many European countries, making it more difficult to form stable 
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governments and to enact coherent policies. This polarization also undermines support for the European 

project, leading to political gridlock and threatening the stability of the EU. The UK's decision to leave the 

EU, fueled in part by Eurosceptic and nationalist sentiment, is a stark example of the potential consequences 

of this political polarization. It has created significant economic and political uncertainty, both for the UK 

and for the remaining EU member states (Risse, 2016). 

The current challenges facing the EU have echoes in earlier periods of European history. The interwar 

period, for instance, saw the rise of nationalist and fascist movements that rejected international cooperation 

and ultimately led to the outbreak of World War II. The Cold War also presented a challenge to European 

integration, with the continent divided between the US-led Western bloc and the Soviet-led Eastern bloc. 

The current rise of nationalism and Euroscepticism raises concerns about a return to a more fragmented and 

conflict-ridden Europe. But, it's crucial to avoid simplistic narratives that portray the EU as either a utopian 

ideal or a failed experiment. The European project is undeniably complex, involving a delicate balance 

between national sovereignty and supranational governance. The EU faces numerous challenges, including 

economic disparities between member states, the difficulty of managing migration and refugee flows, and 

the need to reform its institutions to make them more democratic and accountable. The debates about the 

future of the Eurozone and the proper response to the migration crisis highlight the ongoing tensions within 

the EU. Addressing these challenges requires a nuanced understanding of the historical forces that have 

shaped Europe, and the historical antagonist to the continent. 

E. Eastern and Southern Europe: The Legacy of Socialism and the Burden of Debt 

Eastern and Southern European countries, many of which experienced decades of communist rule followed 

by challenging transitions to democracy and market economies, have become focal points for the resurgence 

of national socialist ideologies. These regions often face economic hardship, social divisions, and a sense 

of disillusionment with the promises of liberal democracy, creating fertile ground for extremist movements. 

National socialist movements in Eastern and Southern Europe have skilfully exploited economic anxieties 

and social grievances to gain support. They often blame the West, the EU, immigrants, or minority groups 

for their countries' problems, tapping into a sense of national victimhood and historical injustice. These 

movements often use narratives of national decline and cultural threat to mobilize support, promising a 

return to a mythical past of national greatness and cultural purity. For example, nationalist parties in 

Hungary and Poland have blamed the EU and Western liberalism for their countries' economic problems 

and have promoted policies that restrict immigration and curtail minority rights (Krastev, 2007). They often 

portray themselves as defenders of traditional values against the perceived moral decay of the West, drawing 

upon historical narratives of national struggle and resistance to foreign domination. These movements often 

promote a vision of a homogenous and "traditional" society, based on a narrow definition of national identity 

that excludes those who do not conform to their ideal. This often involves the promotion of ethnic or 

religious nationalism, with a focus on cultural purity and the exclusion of minorities. Far-right groups in the 

Balkans, for instance, have promoted ethnic nationalism and religious intolerance, often targeting minority 

groups like the Roma or Muslims (Judah, 2000). These movements often draw upon historical narratives of 

national struggle and martyrdom to create a sense of shared identity and purpose, further fuelling division 

and intolerance. 

The current challenges facing Eastern and Southern Europe are deeply intertwined with the historical legacy 

of communism and the difficulties of transitioning to democracy and a market economy. A significant 

problem has been the persistence of old communist elites who, after the fall of the USSR, managed to retain 

power by taking control of key economic sectors through privatization processes that often lacked 

transparency (Ganev, 2007). These individuals frequently rebranded themselves as democratic or pro-

Western politicians but maintained strong ties with the Kremlin, influencing domestic politics in favor of 

Russian interests (Krastev & Holmes, 2020). For example, in Bulgaria, President Rumen Radev has faced 

criticism for his perceived pro-Russian stance. Some analysts point to his alleged connections with former 

KGB general Leonid Reshetnikov, suggesting potential influence from the Kremlin (Bechev, 2019). 

Similarly, in Moldova, former President Igor Dodon openly advocated for closer ties with Russia while 

professing commitment to democratic reforms, raising concerns about undue Russian influence in the 

country's politics (Knott, 2018). In Serbia, elements of the political elite have maintained strong relations 

with Moscow, leveraging historical and cultural ties to receive economic and political support, which has 
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impacted the country's path toward European integration (Vukadinović, 2014).These dynamics contribute 

to the entrenchment of corrupt practices and hinder genuine democratic development. The old elites often 

resist reforms that would threaten their economic interests and political power. Moreover, they exploit 

nationalist sentiments and skepticism toward the West to legitimize their positions. The continued influence 

of the Kremlin in these countries complicates their transitions and poses challenges to regional stability and 

their relationships with Western institutions (Ágh, 2016). Why it's crucial to acknowledge the diversity of 

experiences and perspectives within Eastern and Southern Europe.  

F. The Rise of BRICS: Challenging the Western-Led Order 

BRICS nations—Brazil, Russia, India, China, and South Africa—have increasingly asserted themselves on 

the global stage, presenting challenges similar to those faced by Europe regarding hybrid warfare and 

propaganda. First, some BRICS countries, notably Russia and China, have been involved in hybrid warfare 

tactics and disinformation campaigns that facilitate the rise of reactionary, anti-Western forces. These efforts 

include cyber operations, state-sponsored media, and the use of social platforms to spread propaganda that 

undermines Western democratic values and institutions, thereby promoting their own governance models 

and geopolitical interests (Polyakova, 2016). 

Second, BRICS has emerged as a significant challenger to international law and institutions traditionally 

dominated by Western powers. By advocating for a multipolar world order, these nations often push back 

against established international norms and mechanisms, such as human rights conventions and trade 

regulations. This resistance can hinder global cooperation and weaken the effectiveness of international 

bodies like the United Nations in addressing issues that require a unified approach (Stuenkel, 2016). 

Third, the emphasis on national sovereignty among BRICS members sometimes leads to the denial of 

universal human rights under the pretext of non-interference in domestic affairs. This stance allows member 

countries to sidestep international criticism of their human rights records and provides a shield for 

authoritarian practices. For instance, China has been criticized for its treatment of Uighur Muslims in 

Xinjiang, with reports of mass detentions and surveillance (Zenz, 2019). Similarly, Russia has faced 

condemnation not only for its suppression of political dissent and freedom of speech—exemplified by the 

imprisonment of opposition leader Alexei Navalny (Amnesty International, 2021)—but also for its 

persecution of LGBTQ+ individuals and the propagation of hostile rhetoric. Russia's implementation of 

laws banning "propaganda of non-traditional sexual relationships" has been used to justify discrimination 

and has incited harassment against LGBTQ+ communities (Human Rights Watch, 2018). This hostile 

rhetoric extends beyond Russia's borders, influencing reactionary forces globally to attack Western 

democracies and their pluralistic values that support LGBTQ+ rights (Wilkinson, 2014). In Brazil, under 

President Jair Bolsonaro, there have been significant concerns about the erosion of environmental 

protections and indigenous rights, often framed as necessary for national development (Human Rights 

Watch, 2020). 

Underlying the dynamics of BRICS is a strategic focus on trade routes and access to resources, with China's 

Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) serving as a prime example. Launched in 2013, the BRI is an extensive global 

infrastructure and investment project aiming to enhance regional connectivity and foster economic growth 

across over 140 countries (Hillman, 2018). As of 2020, China's investment in BRI projects is estimated to 

have surpassed $1 trillion, reflecting its economic interest in securing markets and resources for its rapidly 

growing economy (China Global Investment Tracker, 2020). Since 1991, following the fall of the USSR, 

China's Gross Domestic Product (GDP) has surged from approximately $360 billion to over $14 trillion in 

2019, illustrating exponential growth (World Bank, 2021). However, China's scarcity of certain natural 

resources necessitates a global search for energy and raw materials, driving extensive investments abroad 

(Wu, 2014). 

Simultaneously, Europe's heavy dependence on Russian gas—accounting for around 40% of its natural gas 

imports prior to the Ukraine crisis—has underscored the geopolitical vulnerabilities associated with energy 

reliance (European Commission, 2021). Russia has leveraged this dependency as a geopolitical tool, 

manipulating gas supplies to exert pressure, create divisions within the European Union, and fuel radical 

and eurosceptic sentiments (Smith Stegen, 2011). In response, Europe has sought to diversify its energy 

sources, exploring LNG imports from Qatar and developing gas partnerships with Nigeria to reduce reliance 



JNRID || ISSN 2984-8687 || © December 2024, Volume 2, Issue 12 

JNRIDTHE2007 JOURNAL OF NOVEL RESEARCH AND INNOVATIVE DEVELOPMENT | JNRID.ORG a521 
 

on Russian energy (Umbach, 2010). These efforts underscore the strategic competition over trade routes 

and resources, where economic interests intersect with geopolitical strategies. 

Ultimately, the BRICS dynamics reflect a convergence of economic imperatives and geopolitical strategies 

that challenge the existing international order. China's extensive investments, driven by its economic needs, 

often come with agreements favoring Chinese companies, sometimes at the expense of local economies and 

environmental standards (Jones & Zeng, 2019). This approach raises concerns about debt sustainability and 

undermines international financial regulations. Furthermore, the focus on national sovereignty allows 

BRICS nations to circumvent international norms regarding human rights and governance, thereby 

facilitating the rise of reactionary anti-Western forces by challenging liberal democratic values and 

institutions. 

Chapter VII: The Eurasianist Threat: Dugin and the Danger from Russia 

While the fall of the Soviet Union seemed to signal the triumph of liberal democracy, the early 21st century 

has witnessed a resurgence of anti-systemic ideologies that challenge the foundations of the Western-led 

international order. Among the most prominent and concerning of these are the ideological developments 

in Russia and China, both of which pose significant challenges to global stability and democratic values. In 

particular, Russia's ideological trajectory, exemplified by the works of political philosopher Alexander 

Dugin, presents a danger at the heart of Europe (Laruelle, 2015). Dugin's Eurasianism is strikingly similar 

to National Socialism in post-World War I Germany, combining radical elements from both the left and 

right with anti-Western narratives to undermine liberal democracy and promote a new world order (Umland, 

2019). 

This chapter analyses Dugin's Eurasianist ideology, focusing on its philosophical underpinnings, its use of 

language and rhetoric, and the dangers it poses to democratic values and international stability. Dugin's 

Eurasianism, while presented as a geopolitical doctrine, is a deeply ideological project that utilizes specific 

philosophical concepts and linguistic strategies to promote an illiberal and anti-Western worldview (Ingram, 

2001). It is crucial to understand that Eurasianism is not merely a geopolitical strategy but a comprehensive 

worldview that seeks to reshape the global order in ways that challenge the principles of liberal democracy 

and international law. Moreover, the synergy between Russia's neo-Eurasianist ideology and China's 

assertive foreign policy further complicates the geopolitical landscape. Both nations leverage nationalist 

narratives and authoritarian governance models to counter Western influence and promote their own 

strategic interests (Allison, 2017). This alignment amplifies the challenge to the Western-led order, as 

Russia's ideological resurgence resonates with reactionary forces within Europe and beyond, echoing the 

historical precedents of National Socialism's rise by exploiting economic grievances and nationalist 

sentiments. 

A. Philosophical Roots of Eurasianism: Tradition, Anti-Modernity, and the Search for a "Fourth 

Way" 

Alexander Dugin's Eurasianist ideology is not a spontaneous creation but emerges from a complex web of 

philosophical influences and personal history. Born on January 7, 1962, in Moscow, Dugin is the son of 

Geliy Alexandrovich Dugin, a colonel-general in Soviet military intelligence (GRU), and Galina Viktorovna 

Dugin, a doctor and philosopher (Umland, 2019). Growing up in an environment steeped in military and 

academic traditions profoundly shaped his worldview. Initially engaged with dissident circles during the 

late Soviet period, Dugin transitioned from Marxism to developing neo-fascist theories that sought to 

synthesize far-right and far-left ideologies into a cohesive framework (Ingram, 2001). By examining his 

intellectual evolution, we gain a deeper understanding of the anti-modern, anti-liberal worldview that 

underpins Dugin's vision for a resurgent Eurasia (Laruelle, 2006). 

One of the most significant influences on Dugin is the Traditionalist School, particularly the writings of 

René Guénon and Julius Evola. Traditionalism, as articulated by Guénon in works like The Crisis of the 

Modern World (originally published in 1927), posits the existence of a primordial, universal Tradition that 

has been lost or obscured in the modern world. This Tradition is characterized by a hierarchical social order, 

a unified spiritual worldview, and a connection to transcendent realities (Guénon, 2001). Guénon saw 

modernity as a period of decline, marked by materialism, individualism, and the erosion of spiritual values. 
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Dugin adopts this critique of modernity and applies it to his vision of a Eurasian civilization that stands in 

opposition to the perceived decadence and spiritual emptiness of the West (Shnirelman, 2015). He sees 

Russia as the inheritor of this primordial Tradition, a sacred space that must be defended against the 

encroachment of Western liberalism. 

Similarly, Julius Evola, in Revolt Against the Modern World (originally published in 1934), offered a 

radical critique of modernity, advocating for a return to a hierarchical, aristocratic society based on spiritual 

principles (Evola, 1995). Evola saw history as a process of degeneration from an original, primordial state 

of being, and he believed that only a radical rejection of modern values could restore a true sense of order 

and meaning. Dugin draws upon Evola's ideas in his own critique of egalitarianism and democracy, 

advocating for a more hierarchical social order based on what he perceives as traditional Eurasian values 

(Roberts, 2019). 

Furthermore, Dugin's thought is deeply influenced by the Conservative Revolution, a diverse intellectual 

movement that emerged in Germany after World War I. Thinkers like Ernst Jünger and Oswald Spengler 

criticized the perceived weakness and decadence of liberal democracy, advocating for a return to traditional 

values and a strong, authoritarian state (Woods, 1996). Jünger, in works like Storm of Steel, glorified war 

and violence as means of spiritual renewal and national regeneration. Spengler, in The Decline of the West, 

argued that civilizations are organic entities that follow a cyclical pattern of rise and fall, asserting that 

Western civilization was in its final stage of decline (Spengler, 1926). Dugin echoes these critiques and 

applies them to his vision of a Eurasian civilization that resists the influence of Western liberalism, which 

he views as a destructive and ultimately self-defeating ideology (Dugin, 2012). He envisions a strong, 

unified Eurasian state that can challenge Western hegemony and restore a sense of order and purpose to a 

world he perceives as increasingly fragmented and chaotic. 

Geopolitical theories also play a crucial role in Dugin's worldview. He draws heavily on Halford 

Mackinder's Heartland Theory, which posits that the Eurasian landmass is the key to global power. 

Mackinder argued that whoever controls the "Heartland" – essentially, Russia and Central Asia – will 

ultimately control the "World-Island" (Eurasia and Africa) and thus the entire world. Dugin adopts this 

framework, seeing Russia as the natural leader of a Eurasian empire that is destined to challenge the 

maritime powers of the West, particularly the United States, which he associates with the forces of 

"Atlanticism" (Mackinder, 1919). He also incorporates Carl Schmitt's concept of the "political," which 

emphasizes the friend-enemy distinction as the fundamental principle of politics (Schmitt, 2007). For Dugin, 

as for Schmitt, international relations are inherently conflictual, and the struggle between different 

civilizations is inevitable. 

Dugin's critique of liberalism, individualism, and modernity forms the core of his ideological project. He 

argues that liberalism—with its emphasis on individual rights, free markets, and secularism—is a corrosive 

ideology that undermines traditional values, destroys communities, and leads to social fragmentation and 

moral decay (Dugin, 2012). He perceives liberalism as a "universalist" ideology that seeks to impose 

Western values on the rest of the world, viewing it as a form of cultural imperialism that threatens the unique 

identities of different civilizations (Dugin, 2012). Dugin's rejection of individualism is equally vehement. 

He views it as a destructive force leading to atomization, selfishness, and the erosion of social bonds. 

According to Dugin, the Western emphasis on individual rights and freedoms has resulted in the breakdown 

of traditional family structures, the decline of religious faith, and the rise of consumerism and materialism 

(Dugin, 2012). By advocating for a return to collectivist society rooted in traditional values and a strong 

state, Dugin seeks to counter what he perceives as the homogenizing and destabilizing effects of Western 

liberalism (Ingram, 2001). 

In place of liberalism, individualism, and modernity, Dugin proposes his "Fourth Political Theory," which 

he presents as a new ideological paradigm that transcends the limitations of liberalism, communism, and 

fascism (Dugin, 2012). This theory envisions a multipolar world order where different civilizations coexist, 

each based on its own unique cultural and spiritual values. Central to this vision is the concept of "Dasein," 

borrowed and adapted from the philosophy of Martin Heidegger. For Heidegger, Dasein refers to the unique 

way in which human beings exist in the world, characterized by their situatedness, their temporality, and 

their relationship to being (Heidegger, 1962). Dugin appropriates this concept to argue that each civilization 

has its own unique "Dasein," its own way of being-in-the-world, rooted in its specific history, culture, and 
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traditions. He contrasts the Western "Dasein," which he sees as based on individualism and rationalism, 

with the Eurasian "Dasein," which he believes is characterized by collectivism, spirituality, and a deep 

connection to the land. 

B. The Language of Eurasianism: Deconstructing Dugin's Rhetoric 

Dugin's Eurasianist ideology is not merely a set of abstract philosophical principles; it is a carefully 

constructed narrative that employs specific linguistic strategies to mobilize support and demonize 

opponents. By deconstructing Dugin's rhetoric, analyzing his key terms, narratives, and rhetorical strategies, 

we can gain a deeper understanding of the underlying ideological and manipulative nature of his discourse. 

One of the most prominent features of Dugin's language is his use of binary oppositions and dualistic 

frameworks. He consistently divides the world into opposing forces, creating a Manichean struggle between 

good and evil. "Eurasia," in his lexicon, represents the forces of tradition, spirituality, and authentic being, 

while "Atlanticism" embodies the forces of materialism, individualism, and cultural decay (Ingram, 2001). 

This dualistic framework is further reinforced by his use of the "tellurocracy" versus "thalassocracy" 

dichotomy, borrowed from geopolitical theory. Land-based powers, like Russia, are portrayed as inherently 

stable, conservative, and rooted in tradition, while maritime powers, like the United States and Great Britain, 

are depicted as inherently expansionist, liberal, and corrosive of traditional values (Dugin, 2012). 

Dugin's key terms are carefully chosen and deployed to create a specific worldview. "Eurasia" is not simply 

a geographical designation but a civilizational concept, representing a distinct cultural and spiritual entity 

with a unique historical destiny. "Atlanticism" is presented as the ideology of Western hegemony, a force 

that seeks to impose its values and interests on the rest of the world through "globalism"—a term Dugin 

uses to describe the process of Western-led globalization, which he sees as a tool for cultural 

homogenization and the erosion of national sovereignty (Shnirelman, 2015). The "nomos of the Earth," a 

concept borrowed from Carl Schmitt, refers to the fundamental spatial order of the world, which Dugin 

believes is being disrupted by the expansionist tendencies of "Atlanticism" (Schmitt, 2003). 

Dugin also engages in historical revisionism and myth-making to support his narrative. He portrays Russia 

as the heir to a glorious Eurasian past, often invoking the Mongol Empire as a positive example of Eurasian 

unity and strength. He claims the existence of a primordial Eurasian civilization that predates Western 

civilization, arguing that this civilization was characterized by harmony, spirituality, and social cohesion. 

This idealized vision of the past serves to legitimize his call for a revival of Eurasian power and a rejection 

of Western influence. He conveniently overlooks the brutality and oppression that characterized many 

historical empires, including the Mongol Empire, to create a narrative of a harmonious and unified Eurasian 

past that contrasts sharply with the perceived decadence and fragmentation of the modern West (Laruelle, 

2006). 

Furthermore, Dugin employs a range of propaganda techniques to manipulate emotions and persuade his 

audience. His writings and speeches are filled with emotionally charged language, invoking fear, anger, and 

resentment towards the West, while simultaneously appealing to nostalgia for a lost golden age of Eurasian 

civilization (Shekhovtsov, 2018). He uses repetition and slogans to reinforce his message and create a sense 

of inevitability about his vision for the future. He frames issues in a way that presents his ideology as the 

only viable alternative to the perceived evils of liberalism and globalization. This framing often involves 

creating a sense of crisis or emergency, suggesting that Eurasia is under imminent threat from the West and 

that only radical action can save it (Ingram, 2001). 

C. Dugin's Influence and the Danger to the West: From Theory to Geopolitical Destabilization 

While Dugin's ideas might seem esoteric and far removed from the realities of international politics, they 

have gained a degree of traction within certain circles in Russia and have arguably influenced the country's 

foreign policy trajectory. Although the extent of Dugin's direct influence on the Kremlin is a subject of 

debate, his ideas have found resonance among some influential figures in the Russian government and 

military. His emphasis on Eurasian integration, his anti-Western rhetoric, and his vision of a multipolar 

world order align with some of the key themes of Russia's foreign policy under Putin. His writings have 

been published by institutions linked to the Russian military, and he has been invited to lecture at the General 
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Staff Academy (Laruelle, 2015). This suggests that his ideas have at least been considered at the highest 

levels of the Russian security establishment. 

The connections between Dugin's ideology and Russia's actions in recent years are particularly concerning. 

His portrayal of Ukraine as an "artificial state" and his calls for the "liberation" of Russian-speaking 

populations in Ukraine provided an ideological justification for Russia's annexation of Crimea in 2014 and 

its support for separatists in eastern Ukraine (Umland, 2018). His vision of a Eurasian empire, stretching 

from the Atlantic to the Pacific, aligns with Russia's efforts to reassert its influence in its former Soviet 

sphere and to challenge the post-Cold War security architecture in Europe. His writings on the need for a 

"geopolitical confrontation" with the West seem to be reflected in Russia's increasingly aggressive posture 

towards NATO and the European Union. 

Dugin's ideology also has the potential to fuel conflict and instability beyond Russia's borders. His dualistic 

worldview, which pits Eurasia against the West in an existential struggle, could contribute to a more 

confrontational and polarized international environment. His emphasis on the "clash of civilizations" could 

exacerbate existing tensions and make it more difficult to resolve conflicts through diplomacy and 

compromise. His rejection of liberal democratic values and his advocacy for authoritarianism pose a direct 

challenge to the principles of individual liberty, human rights, and the rule of law. 

Furthermore, Dugin's ideas have found a receptive audience among far-right and nationalist movements in 

Europe and the United States. His anti-Western rhetoric, his emphasis on national identity and cultural 

purity, and his vision of a multipolar world order resonate with these movements (Shekhovtsov, 2018). His 

writings have been translated and disseminated by far-right publications and websites, and he has been 

invited to speak at far-right conferences and events. This cross-pollination of ideas between Dugin and 

Western far-right groups is particularly concerning, as it suggests the potential for a broader anti-liberal, 

anti-democratic alliance that could further destabilize Western societies and undermine support for 

international cooperation. 

D. The Eurasianist Challenge in the 21st Century 

Alexander Dugin's Eurasianist ideology represents a significant challenge to the liberal international order 

and the values of democracy, human rights, and international cooperation. His ideas, while often presented 

in a complex philosophical framework, ultimately promote an illiberal and anti-Western worldview that has 

the potential to fuel conflict, undermine democracy, and destabilize the global order. By drawing parallels 

to German National Socialism, Dugin's ideology exhibits striking similarities in its fusion of nationalism 

with anti-liberal and anti-democratic sentiments, its use of propaganda, and its reliance on traditionalist and 

mystical narratives to legitimize an authoritarian and expansionist agenda (Ingram, 2001; Laruelle, 2006).  

We have seen how he draws upon these diverse intellectual currents to construct a vision of a resurgent 

Eurasian civilization that challenges the perceived hegemony of the "Satanic West," a term frequently used 

by Dugin and echoed by Putin to demonize Western liberalism. This rhetoric is strikingly similar to the 

language used by Islamist theorists who frame the West as a corrupt and immoral force that must be opposed 

(Laruelle, 2015; Clover, 2016). By invoking the "Satanic West," Dugin and Putin tap into a narrative that 

portrays the West as an existential threat to traditional values and spiritual purity, thereby justifying their 

authoritarian and expansionist policies (Ingram, 2001; Umland, 2019). His appropriation of traditionalist 

and mystical concepts mirrors the Nazi emphasis on mythology and mysticism to create a unifying ideology 

that transcends mere politics and appeals to a perceived spiritual mission (Shnirelman, 2015; Goodrick-

Clarke, 2003). We have also deconstructed the language of Eurasianism, revealing the underlying 

ideological and manipulative nature of Dugin's rhetoric. Similar to Nazi propaganda, Dugin employs 

dualistic narratives, historical revisionism, and the demonization of the 'Other' to create a Manichaean 

worldview that pits Eurasia against the West in an existential struggle (Barbashin & Thoburn, 2014; Herf, 

2006). 

Furthermore, we have examined the potential dangers posed by Dugin's ideology, particularly its influence 

on Russian foreign policy and its resonance with far-right movements in Europe and beyond. Dugin's 

advocacy for a unification of radical left and right ideologies into a 'Fourth Political Theory' that transcends 

traditional political classifications echoes the totalitarian ambitions of past fascist movements, combining 
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elements of socialism and nationalism to mobilize mass support for authoritarian objectives (Dugin, 2012; 

Umland, 2019). The connections between his ideas and Russia's actions in recent years, particularly in 

Ukraine, highlight the real-world consequences of his worldview. The annexation of Crimea and support 

for separatists in Eastern Ukraine can be seen as manifestations of Dugin's geopolitical strategies aimed at 

expanding Russian influence, reminiscent of the territorial ambitions justified by Nazi ideology prior to 

World War II (Clover, 2016; Snyder, 2018). Ultimately, countering the Eurasianist threat requires a multi-

faceted approach. It demands a clear-eyed understanding of the philosophical and linguistic dimensions of 

Dugin's ideology, a robust defense of democratic values and institutions, and a commitment to international 

cooperation based on respect for international law and human rights. Recognizing the neo-fascist elements 

in Dugin's thought—characterized by ultranationalism, anti-democracy, and the incorporation of right-wing 

ideologies into a new socialist framework—is crucial for formulating effective responses (Laruelle, 2015; 

Main, 2017). It also requires addressing the underlying social and economic grievances that anti-systemic 

movements often exploit. By acknowledging the enduring appeal of anti-modern and anti-liberal ideas, and 

by actively promoting a more inclusive and just global order, we can hope to mitigate the dangers posed by 

Dugin's Eurasianism and other forms of anti-systemic thought that threaten to reshape the world in the 21st 

century. Failure to do so may allow such ideologies to gain traction, much as the neglect of economic and 

societal issues in Weimar Germany contributed to the rise of National Socialism (Kallis, 2000; Evans, 2005). 

Conclusion: The Enduring Shadow of "Crimes of Thought" and the Imperative of Vigilance 

This essay has journeyed through centuries of human history, tracing the lineage of anti-systemic thought 

from its nascent forms in medieval heresies to its culmination in the totalitarian regimes of the 20th century, 

and ultimately to its insidious resurgence in our present global landscape. We have not merely chronicled 

events but have sought to understand the underlying patterns, the recurring motifs, and the psychological 

mechanisms that fuel these ideologies. Our exploration has revealed that the threat posed by national 

socialism and its related anti-systemic ideologies is not merely a historical anomaly but a persistent and 

evolving challenge to the very foundations of liberal democracy, human rights, and international 

cooperation. 

The historical record lays bare a disturbing truth: the enduring appeal of ideologies that offer simplistic 

solutions to complex problems, that demonize the "other," and that promise a return to a mythical golden 

age. These ideologies, whether cloaked in the religious fervor of the Cathars, the socialist utopianism of 

early communist thinkers, or the nationalist myths of fascist regimes, share a common thread – the 

perpetration of "crimes of thought." These are not crimes of mere dissent or disagreement; they are 

deliberate attempts to manipulate language, distort history, and exploit psychological vulnerabilities to 

control and dominate. National socialism, in its Nazi form, stands as a chilling testament to the devastating 

consequences of such ideological manipulation, where the perversion of socialist ideals was coupled with a 

virulent racism and a totalitarian vision that ultimately led to genocide and global war. 

Our analysis has shown that these "crimes of thought" are not confined to a specific historical period or 

geographical location. They are a recurring feature of anti-systemic movements across time and cultures. 

The strategic use of dualistic narratives, the construction of an idealized past, the scapegoating of minorities, 

and the manipulation of legitimate grievances – these are all tools in the arsenal of those who seek to 

overturn the existing order, regardless of whether they operate under the banner of religious purity, socialist 

revolution, or national revival. The echoes of these tactics can be heard today in the rhetoric of far-right 

movements across the globe, in the propaganda of authoritarian regimes, and in the seductive simplicity of 

extremist ideologies that find fertile ground in a world grappling with economic uncertainty and social 

change. 

Furthermore, this essay has illuminated the increasingly complex geopolitical landscape in which these 

ideologies are resurgent. The rise of powers like Russia and China, each with its own brand of 

authoritarianism and its own strategic use of nationalist and, at times, distorted socialist narratives, presents 

a formidable challenge to the Western-led international order. The formation of the BRICS alliance, while 

not inherently anti-democratic, reflects a growing desire for a more multipolar world, a desire that can be 

exploited by those who seek to undermine the principles of international law and cooperation. The 

competition for resources in Africa, as we have seen, is not merely an economic issue but a geopolitical one, 

with various powers vying for influence and potentially exacerbating existing conflicts. 
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The Eurasianist ideology of Alexander Dugin, explored in depth, serves as a potent example of how these 

historical, philosophical, and linguistic threads can be woven together to create a dangerous and 

destabilizing worldview. Dugin's vision, rooted in a rejection of Western liberalism and a distorted 

interpretation of history, provides an ideological framework for authoritarianism, expansionism, and the 

dismantling of democratic norms. His influence, however indirect, on the thinking within certain circles of 

the Russian establishment underscores the real-world consequences of these "crimes of thought." 

Confronting this multifaceted threat requires more than just a reaffirmation of democratic values. It demands 

a nuanced understanding of the psychological and emotional appeal of anti-systemic ideologies. It 

necessitates a critical engagement with the language and narratives employed by these movements, a 

conscious effort to expose their distortions and to counter their manipulative tactics. Media literacy, 

historical awareness, and critical thinking skills are not merely academic pursuits; they are essential tools 

for defending an open society against those who would seek to subvert it from within or challenge it from 

without. 

The task before us is not simply to condemn the resurgence of national socialism and other anti-systemic 

ideologies but to understand the conditions that allow them to flourish. We must address the underlying 

social and economic inequalities that create fertile ground for extremism. We must also be vigilant in 

safeguarding the institutions of democracy, promoting tolerance and pluralism, and fostering a global 

dialogue based on mutual respect and understanding. The struggle against "crimes of thought" is an ongoing 

one, a battle that must be fought in the realm of ideas, in the corridors of power, and in the hearts and minds 

of individuals across the globe. The lessons of history, etched in the tragedies of the past, must serve as our 

guide as we navigate the complexities of the present and strive to build a future where freedom, justice, and 

peace prevail. The price of complacency, as history has repeatedly shown, is simply too high. 
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