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Abstract. This article examines how far-right activists from groups within the French 
extra-parliamentary far right that have incorporated ecological issues into their agenda 
relate specifically to climate change. In doing so, it aims to further tackle the why and 
how of climate acceptance/denialism within far-right ecologism. The analysis of in-
depth interviews reveals that, while climate change is widely acknowledged, the denial 
of its anthropogenic causes persists. However, the interviewed activists’ disengagement 
from climate issues also stems from their perception of such issues as further entrench-
ing a political and economic status quo they claim to oppose, as well as overshadow-
ing other ecological issues fundamental to their ecologism. This results in an ecological 
activism where climate issues, when not entirely absent, are deemed redundant, and 
are therefore relativised rather than simply opposed. The findings reinforce the impor-
tance of the environment/climate division and the obsolescence of the denier/non-
denier dichotomy, while providing additional perspectives on the articulations of these 
dimensions. The article concludes on the implications of these findings, as well as on 
how far-right ecologists see ecological issues as embedded in a broader «anthropologi-
cal crisis» that they aim to mitigate, and which should be further investigated.

Keywords:	 far-right ecologism, far-right activism, climate denialism, France.

1. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

«Is the right doomed to climate scepticism?» asked the title of a 2019 
article in Éléments magazine, a major outlet of the Nouvelle Droite, heading 
a scathing critique of the presence of climate scepticism within the right. The 
authors condemned the conspiracy theories associated with global warming, 
deeming them worthy of a «bad James Bond scenario» and mocking those 
who confuse climate events with the weather. The article however caused 
an important backlash among the readership, much to one of the authors’ 
regrets (interview with author 2024). In 2023, at the yearly colloquium of the 
catholic-identitarian Academia Christiana youth movement on the theme 
of ecology, while one presentation advocated the seriousness of the IPCC 
reports and warned on the consequences of anthropogenic global warming, 
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another dismissed a made-up emergency. Late 2025, 
the vice-editor-in-chief of Éléments urged his peers to 
surmount their climate scepticism to take ecological 
issues seriously in a segment on the conservative Radio 
Courtoisie. Comically, the radio host had to make sure 
listeners were not offended, reassuring them this was 
not meant as «an insult». Such examples illustrate the 
ambiguity of the French extra-parliamentary far right 
with regards to climate issues: while there is an appar-
ent willingness to move beyond climate scepticism, such 
attempts seem like lonely islands in a sea of persistent 
opposition.

Notwithstanding, the French far right has noticeably 
foregrounded the theme of environmental protection in 
its political agenda. At the parliamentary level, the Ras-
semblement National has defended of a patriotic and 
rural ecology (Benoist, Turner, and Bailey 2024; Bivar 
2022; Boukala and Tountasaki 2019). At the metapo-
litical level, the Nouvelle Droite and its heirs have long 
developed an identitarian version of environmentalism 
linking identity preservation to environmental protec-
tion based on its fundamental concept of ethno-dif-
ferentialism (François 2016), some of its thinkers later 
adopting sharper anti-consumerist and growth-critical 
positions (Carle 2017). Both sides have mobilised the 
key themes of localism and rootedness when addressing 
ecological issues (Benoist 2024; Carle 2023). This also 
applies to the more activist side of extra-parliamentary 
far-right milieu, which is the focus of this article.

This nationalist activist milieu is broadly composed 
of three main branches: national-revolutionary, i.e., neo-
fascists known for their emphasis on social issues (see 
Lebourg 2010), the more than century-old monarchist 
counter-revolutionary movement (see Winock 2015) and 
identitarian (see Jacquet-Vaillant 2021). Across these tra-
ditions, French far-right activist groups have in recent 
years actively integrated the question of ‘ecology’ (écolo-
gie) to their activism, most often in articulation to anti-
globalist, anti-consumerist and/or anti-capitalist slogans 
that have historically permeated the successive groups 
banned and restructured in the last decades (Lebourg 
2010; Jacquet Vaillant 2021). This ‘far-right ecological 
activism’ has primarily taken the shape of conferences 
on related topics, from local lectures to national yearly 
colloquiums such as the one mentioned above, but also 
of communication campaigns, with the primary objec-
tive being the (intellectual) training of current and new 
activists. This educational component has gone hand in 
hand with activities of litter collection in green spaces 
or urban outskirts, boycotts, and small-scale vegetable 
gardening – similar to the far-right ecological activism 
performed in other European countries (e.g., Bulli 2019; 

Hurd and Werther 2013; Lubarda 2023). Such develop-
ments testify of a willingness to include ecological issues 
in far-right activism, beyond political communication 
and strategic outreach alone.

However, while the focus on environmental and 
nature protection is apparent, how do climate issues 
in particular play out in the motivations behind these 
recent far-right activist mobilisations on écologie? This 
article aims to address this question through the analy-
sis of interviews conducted with far-right activists con-
cerned and involved with ecological issues. More specifi-
cally, it investigates the role of climate change in their 
ecological motivations by asking: are concerns over cli-
mate change present at all? If so, how are climate related 
issues perceived and why? The findings reveal an ambiv-
alence towards both the phenomenon of climate change 
and the related mitigation policies. While the denial of 
anthropogenic causes persists, new justifications emerge 
showing how the disengagement of the interviewed far-
right activists with climate issues equally stem from 
their perception that such issues further entrench the 
political and economic status-quo, as well as overshad-
ow other (and broader) ecological issues in which their 
ecologism is grounded in. This results in an ecological 
activism seldom motivated – if at all – by concerns over 
climate change.

In discussing the above, the contribution of this 
article is threefold. First, it provides missing empirical 
data for the scholarship on non-party far-right engage-
ment with environmental and climate issues which has 
overwhelmingly focused on political parties (e.g., Gruber 
2024; Schwörer and Fernández-García 2024; Voss 2019; 
Weisskircher and Volk 2025), albeit notable exceptions 
(e.g., Brodtmann 2025; Bulli 2019; Jones 2023). Second, 
few studies are based on interviews with far-right actors 
themselves on this topic (exceptions include Lubarda 
2023; Pietiläinen 2024), reflecting a wider lack of close-
up insights into the micro level individual activists of 
far-right movements and hence their motivations (Blee 
and Creasap 2010; Boumaza and Campana 2007; Caiani 
2023). Third, by scrutinising the why and how of climate 
scepticism within far-right ecological activism, the arti-
cle further challenges a conceptual dichotomy between 
climate denialism and ecofascism that has often under-
pinned the field and overshadowed the examination 
of the fundamental environment/climate division that 
enables the coexistence of both climate sceptic and pro-
environmental positions (following e.g., Forchtner and 
Kølvraa 2015; Forchtner and Olsen 2023; Hanson 2024; 
Lubarda and Forchtner 2023; Weisskircher and Diermei-
er 2025).
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The next section outlines the conceptual framework. 
Then, a subsequent section provides details on the meth-
odology before moving on to three empirical-analytical 
sections. The article concludes with a summary of the 
insights and their implications for future research.

2. FAR-RIGHT ECOLOGISM: BETWEEN 
DENIALISM AND ECOFASCISM

Most of the (far-)right is rather known for deny-
ing climate change and promoting anti-ecological poli-
cies while defending fossil capital (e.g., Allen et al. 2024; 
Malm and The Zetkin Collective 2021). Although this 
remains the dominant trend, there are far-right extrem-
ist actors, referred to as ecofascist, who see in climate and 
environmental threats a rationalisation for attacks on 
racialised populations, reviving neo-Malthusian fears and 
misanthropic ideas (Bhatia 2004; Macklin 2022; Moore 
and Roberts 2022). As shown by recent scholarship, a 
conceptual premise for the understanding of contempo-
rary manifestations and mutations of far-right ecologism 
in context-specific realities requires examining how the 
two overlap rather than viewing them as either-or catego-
ries (see also Benoist, Turner and Bailey 2024).

First, far-right actors, electorally and beyond, have 
promoted their own vision of ecological politics, empha-
sising how ‘blood and soil’ organicism is not confined 
to far-right violent margins. Conflating (a pure) nature 
with (a pure) nation through imaginaries of romanti-
cised rural landscapes inhabited by rooted local people 
threatened by a globalist ideology and the globalist elite 
implementing it (e.g. Benoist, Turner, and Bailey 2024; 
Forchtner 2019; Forchtner and Kølvraa 2015; Lubarda 
2023; Ungureanu and Popartan 2024), environmen-
tal protection has served as another anti-immigration 
justification and the defence of national borders (Hult-
gren 2015; Pietiläinen 2024; Turner and Bailey 2021). 
Scholars have consequently elaborated on the ideo-
logical underpinnings of a broader ecofascist ideology 
structured around the regeneration of national great-
ness through the return to a supposed ‘natural order’ 
and the violent expulsion of unwanted racialised Others 
(Campion 2021; Moore and Roberts 2022), or suggested 
the more encompassing term of «far-right ecologism» 
(Lubarda 2023) as a framework to study the variety of 
far-right engagements with ecological issues, within 
which the empirical material is situated.

Second, climate scepticism is evolving, as shown 
by traditionally climate-sceptic far-right actors mov-
ing away from outright denialism to «yes but» posi-
tions, partially acknowledging climate change and some 

related policies (Caiani and Lubarda 2023; Forchtner 
and Lubarda 2023; Vihma, Reischl and Andersen 2021). 
Lubarda (2023) also finds partial climate acceptance in 
his interviews with far-right ecological activists of both 
parliamentary and extra-parliamentary groups in Hun-
gary and Poland. Others furthermore emphasise the het-
erogeneity and volatility of pro/against positions in rela-
tion to renewable energy and climate change in general 
among far-right parties, often driven by strategic contex-
tual choices rather than ideological coherence (Schwör-
er and Fernández-García 2024; Weisskircher and Volk 
2025). Moreover, in their study of far-right contributions 
in the EU parliament, Forchtner and Lubarda (2023) 
do not only show that scepticism towards the reality of 
anthropogenic climate change is actually residual, but 
that the opposition lies in how climate issues are being 
addressed. Hanson (2024: 46) reaches a similar conclu-
sion in her study of the Spanish Vox, whereby she finds 
that «discursive articulations of climate change are not 
actually about climate change», but about progressive 
global climate mitigation strategies.

Third, such a dichotomy appears all the more 
obsolete when climate scepticism in fact usually co-
exists with pro-environmental stances on the far right. 
While the difference between environmental issues and 
climate issues has long been remarked (Farstad 2018), 
studies have demonstrated how far-right parties can 
simultaneously support local/national environmental 
protection whilst opposing transnational/global cli-
mate policies (Forchtner and Kølvraa 2015). Forchtner 
and Olsen (2023) call this a «double vision», whereby 
the perception of concrete environmental preservation 
is contrasted with abstract global climate change. This 
pitting of nature protection against climate mitigation 
has been particularly visible in conflicts over the imple-
mentation of renewable energy (e.g., Weisskircher and 
Diermeier 2025).

In other words, climate denialists might mobilise 
ecofascist tropes around the natural environment, and 
far-right ecologists can overlook climate issues altogeth-
er, as these are two connected yet fundamentally differ-
ent topics with their respective connotations, symbolic 
weight and sometimes conflicting goals. Against this 
background, it is crucial to instead pay closer attention 
to the environment/climate articulations in relation to 
one another, as well as to examine the different forms 
this partial climate acceptance takes by looking deeper 
into the why and how behind the salience of climate 
scepticism in far-right ecologism (Forchtner and Lubar-
da 2023, Hanson 2024).

While research on climate scepticism has conceptu-
ally moved to broader discussions on climate obstruction 
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in order to include strategies of delay and inaction that 
likewise obstruct the

implementation of effective climate policies (e.g., 
Ekberg et al. 2022), I here specifically refer to Van Rens-
burg’s (2015) threefold classification of climate scepti-
cism to analytically grasp the aforementioned evolutions. 
This framework differentiates outright/literal denialism 
of the evidence of climate science (i.e., the trend, cause 
and impact of climate change) from process scepticism 
(i.e., the production of the data) and scepticism towards 
the policy response (i.e., global cooperation, efficacy). 
These three categories are not mutually exclusive and 
show the varied manifestations of doubt and/or rejection 
within climate denialism. Importantly, as emphasised by 
Forchtner and Lubarda (2023), both response and pro-
cess scepticism can exist independently of evidence scep-
ticism.

In the next section, I describe the methodology 
behind the subsequent analysis of the presence and role 
of climate issues in far-right extra-parliamentary ecolo-
gism in France.

3. METHODOLOGY

The analysed data consists of in-depth semi-struc-
tured interviews (two hours on average) conducted with 
34 activists from far-right extra-parliamentary groups 
in France between 2024 and 20261. The methodology is 
grounded in an ethnographic approach to interviewing 
(Trundle, Gardner, and Phillips 2024) and a standpoint 
of situated ethics of care and critical empathy (de Coning 
2023; Obst 2024; Segers, Gelashvili, and Gagnon 2023). 
That is, I consider taking the respondents’ claims serious-
ly (Pasieka 2019) and at times climbing «empathy walls» 
(Hochschild 2018: 233) as preconditions for both achiev-
ing a deeper understanding of my participants world-
views and accessing the field in the first place.

Respondents were initially recruited by directly con-
tacting (via social media, email) extra-parliamentary 
far-right groups, identified through online monitoring, 
which have conducted some form of activism under the 
banner of écologie in the last years. I snowballed from 
there, most often thanks to participants not only provid-
ing further contacts but also vouching for me. Despite a 
handful of rejections or lack of response, I interviewed 
activists from some 15 different groups across France, 

1 Two interviews from 2022 were integrated into the analysis but these 
participants were interviewed again in 2024. The analysed material is 
part of a broader PhD data set including field observations at events 
and interviews with (intellectual) figures of the extra-parliamentary 
milieu, such as the ones referred to in the introduction.

primarily based in medium-sized to large cities, even 
though some respondents lived in the countryside.

All activists have been given a pseudonym. To fur-
ther protect their anonymity and avoid unnecessary 
platforming, I do not list nor associate them with the 
specific groups they are affiliated with. Yet, it is note-
worthy that half of the respondents come from the 
national-revolutionary tradition, followed by monar-
chists and (catholic)-identitarian activists. Additionally, 
all respondents but four are men, and all but five were 
aged 35 or less, with one-third even aged 25 or less. Such 
demographics reflect a milieu of male-dominated youth 
groups. However, only one quarter were students at the 
time of the interview, with a majority being employed.

Importantly, while the theme of écologie is never 
the primary reason to become engaged on the far right, 
ecological concerns nonetheless play an important role 
in shaping the worldviews and motivations that lead to 
this specific activism. Lastly, while the term «activist» 
homogenises a variety of engagement and experience 
backgrounds, there is a ‘leadership bias’ in the data, with 
more than half of the respondents having some level of 
responsibility in their respective group, locally or nation-
ally when applicable. While it is a result in itself, it is also 
because access to the field is mediated by such gatekeep-
ing respondents. The collected data nonetheless enable 
a substantial examination of current far-right ecological 
activism as saturation was reached both in terms of inter-
view content and potential (willing) interviewees.

The analysis of the interview material drew from the 
successive steps of thematic analysis (Ahmed et al. 2025; 
Braun and Clarke 2006). While the interviews addressed 
the role of ecological issues at large in the participants’ 
past, present and future activist engagement, the present 
article focuses on aspects relating to climate issues. I 
proceeded by first isolating relevant excerpts in the tran-
scripts which I then coded inductively. I then regrouped 
the numerous codes into six more coherent themes: 
overcoming denialism; the denial of denialism; partial 
acceptance; global technocracy; green capitalism; no 
need for climate change; beyond climate change. These 
themes form the three empirical subsections presented 
below and the concluding reflections.

4. FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS

4.1Mutated scepticism: Partial acceptance and the denial 
of denialism

This section shows how climate scepticism remains 
dominant among far-right activists who are nonetheless 
concerned with ecological issues, yet in a mutated form.
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Regularly, respondents communicate at the begin-
ning of the interview their awareness of the dominance 
of climate-scepticism and overall anti-ecologism on the 
(far) right. This observation and willingness to change 
it appear as the point of departure for far-right eco-
logically oriented activism. A majority of respondents 
communicate at the beginning of the interviews their 
wish to overcome an overall anti-ecological «Pavlovian 
reflex» which consists of opposing all topics emanating 
from the left. Whether it is on the grounds of ecology 
being essentially a conservative and hence right-wing 
issue, or because they simply think it should not belong 
to any political side in particular, there is a shared 
understanding that, either way, as nationalists, they 
should care about ecological issues (see also Lubarda 
and Forchtner 2023).

As Quentin and Antoine (_2024) separately men-
tion, their political camp is rather known for people 
proudly driving 4x4s and eating meat just to provoke 
ecologists. Laura (_2024) was upset about such wide-
spread views and consequently decided to push ecologi-
cal issues, including climate, in the group she is active 
in. Personal experiences of climate change sometimes 
ground these motivations, such as for Anthony (_2024) 
who used to doubt whether climate change was real until 
he observed how the vegetation has changed: «We see the 
consequences, so we are forced to acknowledge [that it 
is caused by climate change]». Similarly, Jérémy (_2025) 
declares: «We see it, we live it, we know it. No one can 
say they don’t notice it», echoing other observation-based 
acknowledgements of climate change by the activists 
interviewed by Lubarda (2023:100). As a result, Sébastien 
(_2024), like others trying to convince their peers about 
the importance of ecological issues, is pleased to see an 
«ideological shift» at work in the milieu:

…with people really tackling this topic head-on, even if 
there are some conspiracist remnants that are ideological 
dead ends […] So, at some point, one also needs to have 
the humbleness to say: we are not scientists, maybe the 
researchers who have studied this topic for years have a 
bit more legitimacy than a Youtuber doing research in his 
underwear from his bedroom [laughs]2 .

Sébastien is at first sight correct about the «shift»: 
climate change as such is only doubted by two respond-
ents, making outright denialism of the phenomenon 
indeed residual. However, the acceptance is only par-
tial: acknowledging the phenomenon does not imply 
acknowledging its causes, nor does it mean that climate 

2 A reference to a 2024 climate-denialist video from the well-known far-
right Youtuber Le Raptor.

change is a source of worry or motivation for the activ-
ists. Evidence scepticism (Van Rensburg 2015) towards 
the anthropogenic origin of climate change remains 
in fact striking, with almost two-thirds of the respond-
ents either opposing or questioning the extent of human 
responsibility. They fall into two categories.

First, a minority only, undermines the specificity of 
the current situation by using typical arguments around 
‘climate has always changed’. Alongside, the harmfulness 
of CO2 emissions is disputed, with a couple of respond-
ents even considering that they are in fact beneficial 
to life on Earth (Pasek 2021). For example, Valentin 
(_2024) believes that «more CO2 would be beneficial for 
nature» and thinks «that CO2 has a very minor share, I 
mean really minor, I mean insignificant in global warm-
ing. And the share of human responsibility [in CO2 
emissions], let’s not even talk about it.»

Second, and a majority, acknowledge the specific-
ity of contemporary global warming, but instead of out-
right rejecting human responsibility they rather question 
its extent. Many blame it on not being able to know for 
sure, despite the scientific consensus about it and their 
otherwise usual assertiveness on other topics. For exam-
ple, Alexandre (_2024) explains: «I am incapable, with 
the knowledge I have, of settling the question. I therefore 
believe that the debate should remain open. […] I have to 
admit that these are questions that are too technical and 
beyond my understanding». Similarly, Maxime states: «I 
don’t have a definite opinion. […] So, actually, I am inca-
pable of saying… I have read many things about it, but I 
cannot be 100% convinced.»

This situation of partial acceptance whereby climate 
change is acknowledged but its causes are questioned is, 
according to Adrien (_2025), quite representative of the 
milieu: «I have the feeling that, around me, yeah, peo-
ple are a bit like me: “yes, there is a global warming. 
What’s the impact of humankind on it? I don’t know”». 
An observation confirmed by Romain (_2024): «There is 
an undeniable global warming, but I think, and for my 
other comrades too, that human impact is not as signifi-
cant as one would want us to believe.»

Yet, interestingly, such sceptical positions are per-
ceived by the respondents themselves as having overcome 
denialism, resulting in an interesting denial of denial-
ism. When asked about where he stands in relation to 
the climate question, Vincent (_2025) answers firmly: 
«Ah no no, I do believe in climate change, I am not a 
climate-denialist. I have been though», implying that it 
is not the case anymore. Still, he continues and down-
plays its anthropogenic nature: «But I can be a bit more 
nuanced on the importance… Humans have an impact, 
that is for sure. But the level of importance… […] I can-
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not assess it. It exists, but I don’t really know to what 
extent.» Similarly, Mathieu (_2025) answers in a surpris-
ing twist:

Yes, of course, I am interested [in climate change]. And to 
me there is no debate. I mean, of course human activities 
have an impact
on the climate. But… whether there is a global warming 
due to human activities… No, I don’t think so. Or it is mini-
mal.

Despite a few exceptions, the interviews reveal a 
partial acceptance grounded in a mutation within cli-
mate scepticism rather than a move away from it, as 
the acknowledgement of the phenomenon but not of its 
causes and impacts still falls under evidence scepticism 
(Van Rensburg 2015). Nevertheless, they show how cli-
mate change is not the repulsive topic that it used to be, 
and, as shown below, is viewed as yet another symptom 
of a much broader ecological crisis. But let us first turn 
to another argument that explains the disregard for cli-
mate-related issues: the equation of climate mitigation 
policies with furthering, rather than breaking with, a 
politico-economic status quo they claim to oppose.

4.2 Global technocracy and the hypocrisy of green capital-
ism

Two further themes coded from the interviews that 
help to understand the respondents’ rejection and/or 
disengagement from climate change are that they view 
climate mitigation as a cornerstone of increasing tech-
nocratic decision-making as well as of the greening of 
capitalism. They are grouped here insofar as both relate 
to response scepticism (Van Rensburg 2015) fed by the 
perception of climate change as a convenient excuse for 
furthering a political and economic status-quo rejected 
by the activists. Benjamin (_2025) exemplifies this suspi-
cion well as he declares:

Regarding climate change, it is rather what comes out of it 
that bothers me. It is a gateway to a discourse on adapta-
tion to the [economic and political] system, which I think 
can precisely serve [its own] interests. This is why I don’t 
take a stance on this issue. Is it anthropogenic? Is it natu-
ral? This question seems secondary compared to what the 
system can make of it… I always question why something is 
brought to the forefront.

According to Maxime (_2024) the fundamental 
problem lies in the necessary global dimension of cli-
mate governance:

global climate equals global answer, equals globalism, 
equals COP, so, actually, ecology disappears from the top 
and the people are kept at a distance. We create citizens 
assemblies to give them the impression that they partici-
pate… [But global warming] is a keystone for technocracy.

The rejection of climate governance based on its 
global and hence supranational character taking the 
power away from the people is not surprising coming 
from the far right, which commonly mobilises an anti-
globalist rhetoric in the promotion and rejection of eco-
logical policies alike (e.g., Forchtner and Kølvraa 2015; 
Lockwood 2018). This is visible in the interviews too, 
as respondents often display response scepticism, con-
nected to process scepticism (Van Rensburg 2015) as it 
is grounded in distrust of (political) elites, who are fur-
thermore perceived as illegitimately attempting to con-
trol people’s everyday lives (e.g., use of car) while them-
selves living carbon-intensive lifestyles (e.g., internation-
al travels).

Yet, global climate governance is not only 
denounced for infringing on national sovereignty, but 
also because it would, to many interviewed activists, in 
fact further aggravate the situation by not addressing 
the root cause of ecological degradation. To Guillaume 
(_2024), it is globalisation, which has brought the very 
problems it is now trying to solve:

Ecological issues come from globalisation, for the most 
part, and so now we say: “there are these problems, so we 
need more globalisation, we need a global system to handle 
that”… To me, because the problem comes from globalisa-
tion, it is completely absurd to say that we need more glo-
balisation to end the problem of globalisation.

For Baptiste (_2025), it is the «techno-capitalist sys-
tem and the myth of infinite growth» that ought to be 
tackled. Until then, he will consider the political and 
economic elites’ ambition to fight global warming as 
«hypocrites» with false «“solutions”». Similarly, Jona-
than (_2026) considers not fundamentally challeng-
ing «hyper-liberal capitalist modernity» as «bailing out 
water out of a sinking boat instead of fixing the holes». 
It is a similar justification that underpins common dec-
larations that contrast the limited carbon impact of indi-
vidual citizens with that of global trade, albeit often tied 
to a relativisation of national responsibility.

Others likewise associate climate mitigation-related 
policies with means to perpetuate the current economic 
system deemed destructive. This criticism for example 
takes the shape of attacks on market-based mechanisms 
such as carbon-compensation schemes. This specific 
target has also been noted by Forchtner and Lubarda 
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(2023) at the EU level, but also by Hurd and Werther 
(2013) who saw how far-right ecological activism in Ger-
many addressed the problem of the commodification of 
nature. To Alexandre (_2024), these are mere ways to 
«recycle capitalism». Guillaume (_2024), Hugo (_2022) 
and Lucas (_2022), separately but similarly denounce 
how they allow a nonsensical equivalence between units 
of nature, such as trees that can be cut somewhere and 
replanted somewhere else. To Guillaume (_2024), this 
is facilitated by an abstract conception of nature which, 
as also explained by Lucas (_2022), results in «trying 
to count things that cannot be counted. Nature is not a 
stock of CO2… [and it] cannot be represented adminis-
tratively in tables with numbers». Moreover, to Sébastien 
(_2024), carbon accounting more broadly can be mis-
leading, pointing to how France’s carbon footprint can 
appear satisfying while it might only be the result of the 
delocalisation of industries and hence of outsourcing 
production and the emissions that come with it.

While Marie (_2025) is suspicious of climate change 
having created «a new and very profitable market», 
Maxime (_2024) summarises:

capitalism, under the green banner of global warming, con-
tinues to advance… Everything must generate profits. And 
so, when there is a wasteland, you have to build a wind tur-
bine… Behind [wind turbines] there is however an industry 
running on oil […] Seeing how much global warming profits 
capitalism, I tell myself, there is something suspicious there 
[…] And so, warmism doesn’t provide a basis to oppose cap-
italism. On the contrary: it gives a green stamp to capital-
ism.

Climate mitigation is therefore associated with 
greenwashing, as many respondents deplore and mock 
the contradictions of a green capitalism, deemed a 
hypocrisy. This includes ridiculing attempts at global cli-
mate governance, pointing to the powerlessness of suc-
cessive COPs notably due to their permeability to the 
lobbying of multinational companies.

This section has shown how many respondents see 
climate mitigation politics as furthering existing polit-
ico-economic problems rather than solutions to them. 
This view, a form of response scepticism (Van Rensburg 
2015), illustrates how the interviewed activists’ disregard 
for climate issues is indeed connected to a rejection of 
what is done under the banner of climate change miti-
gation (Forchtner and Lubarda 2023; Hanson 2024). Let 
us now move on to how the disengagement with climate 
change is also fed by the perception that it overshadows 
other, equally or more important ecological issues, at 
times making climate issues redundant altogether.

4.3 Beyond climate change: more environment, less (or no 
need for) climate

The first two sections have discussed how evidence 
and response scepticism (Van Rensburg 2015) permeate 
the interviewed activists’ perception of climate change 
and related policies. In this last empirical section, I 
examine two other recurring themes that highlight an 
equally important facet explaining why the interviewed 
far-right activists do not give climate change the focus of 
their ecological concerns and activism. On the one hand, 
the respondents consider climate issues to be reduction-
ist and diverting attention from much more diverse eco-
logical issues that ought to be addressed. On the other 
hand, many declare that they simply not «need» climate 
issues to be ecologists. In that sense, the activists’ ecolo-
gism is not only directed against current climate mitiga-
tion policies but also presented as going beyond climate 
issues.

A dimension that already emerges in the previ-
ous section is the criticism of climate-centrism as many 
respondents complain about a perceived dominance of 
climate issues within ecological issues.

For instance, Guillaume (_2024) thinks that «an 
ecologism fixed solely on the question of global warm-
ing can be dangerous», as, following his example on the 
carbon compensation schemes, he concludes that «[it] 
doesn’t prevent the destruction of nature». In doing so, 
he points to the potential harmfulness of carbon reduc-
tionism, in light of conf licts that can arise between 
environmental protection and climate mitigation (Weis-
skircher and Deirmeier 2025). This dimension is also 
present when other respondents denounce soil and bio-
diversity damage caused by wind turbines for example. 
Or in the case of Hugo (_2022), who says that, while 
having «no doubt that global warming is happening 
[…] there is no point saying we’ll try to reduce by 0,5 
degrees if, at the same time, we approve the concretisa-
tion of coasts», implying that the focus on mitigating 
global warming as such might eclipse what he perceives 
as equally important issues such as soil artificialisation 
and landscape degradation.

Respondents indeed explain wanting to address other 
ecological issues, considered overshadowed and over-
looked by this perceived predominance of climate issues 
in the public debate. In fact, it is sometimes an aspect 
that contributes to suspicion, such as in the case of Théo 
(_2024), who explains being cautious as he «avoid[s] 
playing in the narrative of elites who make everything 
about global warming as if it was the only ecological 
problem that exists». Thomas (_2024) likewise considers 
that if climate change is «one dimension of the problem, 
it is far from being the only one. Sometimes we focus on 
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this and forget all the other dimensions of the ecological 
problem [while] there are many more.» A similar criti-
cism about the reduction of ecological issues to climate 
change is also present in Forchtner and Olsen’s analysis 
of a German metapolitical outlet (2023: 230) and among 
Lubarda’s activist interviewees (2023: 103).

One of these left out dimensions, according to the 
participants, is the matter of environmental pollution, 
which appears to be a central source of ecological worry 
for many. Pierre (_2024) expresses such concerns as he 
states: «it is not only about CO2. It is about the pollution 
of rivers, of landscapes, the industrialisation, the concre-
tisation…» It is in this vein that Nicolas (_2024) prefers 
to talk about «ecological disruption» rather than «global 
warming» in order to better encompass and hence pro-
vide a more accurate description of the current situation:

because it targets both global warming [with] climate 
change, rising water levels … but it also targets everything 
related to pollution which will negatively impact our qual-
ity of life. So, air pollution, water pollution, light pollution, 
everything connected to endocrine-disruptors, oestrogen in 
water… Many issues like these. And it enables one to convey 
that there is indeed a disruption of an ecosystem, an eco-
logical disruption precisely, a disturbance of this ecosystem, 
rather than [just] warmism.

This terrain of pollution is deemed by the inter-
viewed activists to have been left aside by more main-
stream climate-focused ecologism and therefore aim 
to occupy it, in what some even conceive as a left/right 
division of labour on ecological issues. This focus on 
environmental pollution over climate issues is often ana-
lysed by scholars, and justified by the far-right itself, by 
the tangibility argument (Forchtner and Kølvraa 2015; 
Forchtner and Olsen 2023). Here too, respondents legiti-
mise their focus on local/national ecological problems 
because they are «concrete» and therefore more engaging 
than an abstract call to «save the planet». The tangibil-
ity of local actions is in turn many times presented as an 
antidote to a feeling of powerlessness in front of global 
climate issues. To some, it is even a matter of being prag-
matic. For example, Nicolas (_2025) focuses on fighting 
environmental pollution and on climate change adapta-
tion since he believes that «a global policy to reduce car-
bon emissions and cut production – a precondition to 
fighting global warming – will never happen».

Yet, beyond the tangibility element and in line with 
the respondent’s understanding of ecological issues 
as much broader than climate change alone, another 
important argument explains the disengagement with 
climate issues: the interviews reveal how climate change 

is in fact considered by many respondents as a redun-
dant element in their ecologism.

When I ask Maxime (_2022) and Guillaume (_2024) 
who both separately declare to show «little interest» in 
the topic why is it the case, they respectively reply: «It’s 
because I don’t need climate change to exist to preach 
ecology and degrowth», and «I don’t need… Basically, 
even if global warming didn’t exist, I would still be an 
ecologist. I still wouldn’t want forests to be destroyed 
to build supermarkets instead… It is not decisive in my 
ecologism.» Such declarations highlight how disinterest 
can be explained by the activists’ perception that they 
have «many other good reasons to be ecologists» already 
(Thomas_2024).

Respondents indeed emphasise how their knowledge 
about detrimental human impacts on the environment 
both exceeds and precedes climate issues. As Florian 
(_2024) expresses it:

yes, ok, [global warming] seems to be true, but… it just 
seems to be a corollary of the thesis that we have an impact 
on the environment… even if I were to get the certainty that 
global warming is indeed real or not, well, it would actu-
ally change [silence] nothing about what I believe. It would 
only simply confirm that humans have an impact on [the 
environment], it would be an example [of that] with climate 
change you know, and it would tell us that we obviously 
need to be careful, which we already knew.

In sharper words, Alexandre (_2024) similarly  
asserts a sentiment of redundancy:

It is clear that we’ve destroyed the environment and that 
[…] half of the things we eat are totally artificial etc., that 
this harms our health […] so, yes, at some point, we are 
not going to debate for a thousand years about how many 
degrees the Earth is going to warm.

This last empirical section has focused on how the 
interviewed far-right activists situate their ecologism as 
going beyond climate issues. This leads us to concluding 
reflections on the role of climate issues in far-right ecolo-
gism and far-right activism more broadly, and the impli-
cations for future research.

5. CONCLUSION: NOT A CLIMATE BUT 
AN ANTHROLOPOGICAL CRISIS

This article has examined how climate issues are 
perceived by activists concerned with ecological issues 
from extra-parliamentary far-right groups in France. The 
analysis of in-depth interviews has highlighted the mul-
tifaceted and ambivalent ways in which far-right activists 
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relate to climate change, beyond mere rejection or instru-
mentalisation. While grounded in a willingness to over-
come climate scepticism and develop their own ecologi-
cal politics, the outcome remains closer to an overlooking 
and relativisation of climate issues altogether.

The findings, revolving around three dimensions, 
show that despite an overwhelming acknowledgement of 
the reality of the phenomenon of climate change, scep-
ticism towards its anthropogenic origin remains domi-
nant. Furthermore, the opposition to climate mitigation 
policies is tied to a criticism of technocratic governance 
and the greening of capitalism. Both amount to evidence 
and response scepticism, connected to an underlying but 
less dominant process scepticism (Van Rensburg 2015). 
Beyond scepticism, a third dimension concerns the per-
ceived redundancy of climate change for their ecologism, 
as far-right ecologists focus on other ecological issues 
deemed overlooked and overshadowed by climate issues.

The analysis therefore indicates that accepting the 
reality of climate change, rather than being a main driv-
er, seems to function as ‘just another reason’ integrated 
into concerns over other ecological issues, which only 
comes to reinforce and legitimise existing adjacent eco-
logical beliefs and advocacy. Consequently, there is lit-
tle doubt that ecological engagement on the far right is 
not primarily channelled through concerns over global 
warming. Far-right ecologically motivated activism 
therefore results in an ecologism where climate change 
(almost) does not matter.

Importantly, the findings reveal that while climate 
issues are relativised as part of other/broader ecologi-
cal issues, these very ecological issues are themselves 
understood as problems caused by the political and eco-
nomic underpinnings of liberal capitalist modernity. 
This is what leads activists like Nicolas (_2024) to root 
«ecological disruption» in a wider «anthropological dis-
ruption». Indeed, ecological issues on the far right are 
seen through the prism of an anthropological decline 
that funnels environmental and cultural pollution alike 
(Benoist forthcoming) and ultimately opposes a narra-
tive of a broader «anthropological crisis» rather than a 
«climate crisis».

This leaves us with important implications for future 
research on the articulations of ecology and climate in 
the (anti-)ecological politics of the far right, but also for 
studies on the far right more broadly. First, as confirmed 
by this empirical case, climate scepticism can be an inte-
gral part of far-right ecologism. This further highlights 
the decreasing relevance of the denier/non-denier divi-
sion (Dannemann 2023) while reinforcing the need to 
conceptually integrate the differentiation between envi-
ronmental issues and climate issues that underpins the 

«double vision» of the far right (Forchtner and Olsen 
2023). Moreover, it calls to pay further attention to how 
real or imagined conflicts between nature protection 
and climate mitigation can be mobilised by the far right 
electorally and beyond, and the broader ramifications of 
such ‘beyond climate ecologism’ for climate obstruction 
(Eckberg et al., 2022; Weisskircher and Deirmeier 2025).

Second, this ‘decoupling’ of anthropogenic cli-
mate change from ecological issues, while nonethe-
less acknowledging some of the threats posed by global 
warming, enables a narrative of climate adaptation 
that sidelines engagement with climate mitigation and 
its foundations (e.g. global CO2 emissions). Indeed, 
the recognition of climate-related threats but not their 
anthropogenic causes helps explain how denial and pro-
environmental stances can coexist, and illustrates how 
moving from outright denial may lead directly to nation-
alist and securitised adaptation discourses. This in turn 
further points to how climate-changed futures are likely 
to be organised around a racialised inclusion/exclusion 
antagonism (Dannemann 2023; Malm and the Zetkin 
Collective 2021; Moore and Roberts 2022; Pietilaïnen 
2025), and the need to study far-right appeals to localism 
and ecologically resilient communities as manifestations 
of it (Benoist 2024; Varco 2023)

Third, as the findings corroborate how the far right 
tends to oppose what is done in the name of climate 
change rather than the phenomenon itself (Forchtner 
and Lubarda 2023; Hanson 2024), they also reveal how 
the inherent contradictions of ‘green’ capitalism can 
further fuel scepticism towards climate mitigation more 
broadly, while reinforcing an extra-parliamentary far 
right which already mobilises a criticism of economic 
growth and anti-capitalist narratives in relation to eco-
logical issues (Benoist 2024; Forchtner and Olsen 2024; 
Forchtner and Gruber 2024). Further research should 
continue to account for and delve deeper into the wider 
societal critique within which far-right ecologism is situ-
ated, in order to understand the appeal of an «anthropo-
logical crisis» framing.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

I would like to thank two anonymous reviewers, as 
well as Bernhard Forchtner and Balša Lubarda, for their 
valuable comments. I am also grateful to the participants 
in the 2024 REXKLIMA workshop «Far-right Politics 
in the Context of the Climate Crisis» (TU Dresden) for 
their feedback on an earlier version of this paper.

The 2023-2026 data collection was enabled thanks 
to fieldwork funds from The Swedish Society for Anthro-



154 Lise Benoist

pology and Geography (SSAG) and The Royal Swed-
ish Academy of Science (KVA). Travels for the two 2022 
interviews were funded by the Formas grant 2018-01702.

The data handling was enabled by resources provid-
ed by the National Academic Infrastructure for Super-
computing in Sweden (NAISS), partially funded by the 
Swedish Research Council through grant agreement no. 
2022-06725.

REFERENCES

Ahmed, S. K. et al. (2025), «Using Thematic Analysis 
in Qualitative Research», in Journal of Medicine, 
Surgery, and Public Health, 6: 100198, https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.glmedi.2025.100198.

Allen, I. K., et al. (2024), Political Ecologies of the Far 
Right: Fanning the Flames, Manchester University 
Press, Manchester.

Benoist, L. (2024), «Far-Right Localism as an Envi-
ronmental Strategy in France», in Nordia Geo-
graphical Publications, 53(1): 111-121, https://doi.
org/10.30671/nordia.140962.

Benoist, L., Turner J., and Bailey D. (2024), «Ecofascism 
in the Shadow of “Patriotic Ecology”: Nativism, Eco-
nomic Greenwashing, and the Evolution of Far-Right 
Political Ecology in France», in Politics, 46(1): 173-
192, https://doi.org/10.1177/02633957241273649.

Bhatia, R. (2004), «Green or Brown? White Nativist 
Environmental Movements», in A. L. Ferber, (ed.),

Home-Grown Hate. Gender and Organized Racism, Rout-
ledge, New York, pp. 205–225.

Bivar, V. (2022), «The Patriot Ecology of the French Far 
Right», in Environmental History, 27(4): 618-624, 
https://doi.org/10.1086/721413.

Blee, K. M., Creasap K. A. (2010), «Conservative and 
Right-Wing Movements», in Annual Review of 
Sociology, 36(1): 269-286, https://doi.org/10.1146/
annurev.soc.012809.102602.

Boukala, S., Tountasaki E. (2019), «From Black to Green: 
Analysing Le Front National’s “Patriotic Ecology”», 
in B. Forchtner (ed.), The Far Right and the Environ-
ment. Politics, Discourse and Communication, Rout-
ledge, London, pp. 72-87.

Boumaza, M., Campana A. (2007), «Enquêter en milieu 
“difficile”», in Revue française de science politique, 
57(1): 5-25, https://doi.org/10.3917/rfsp.571.0005.

Braun, V., Clarke V. (2006), «Using Thematic Analysis in 
Psychology», in Qualitative Research in Psychology, 3(2): 
77-101, https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa.

Brodtmann, C. (2025), «Exclusionary Environmentalism: 
Exploring Gender and Antifeminism in Far-Right 

Ecologisms», in Environmental Communication, 
20(1): 198-215, https://doi.org/10.1080/17524032.20
25.2596614.

Bulli, G. (2019), «Environmental Politics on the Italian 
Far Right: Not a Party Issue?», in B. Fortchtner (ed.), 
The Far Right and the Environment. Politics, Dis-
course and Communication, Routledge, London, pp. 
88-103.

Caiani, M. (2023), «Framing and Social Movements», 
in Discourse Studies, 25(2): 195-209, https://doi.
org/10.1177/14614456231154734.

Caiani, M., Lubarda B. (2023), «Conditional Environ-
mentalism of Right-Wing Populism in Power: Ideolo-
gy and/or Opportunities?», in Environmental Politics, 
33(4): 1-21, https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2023.2
242749.

Campion, K. (2021), «Defining Ecofascism: Historical 
Foundations and Contemporary Interpretations in 
the Extreme Right», in Terrorism and Political Vio-
lence, 35(4): 926-944, https://doi.org/10.1080/095465
53.2021.1987895.

Carle, Z. (2017), «Contre-révolutions écologiques: 
Quand les droites dures investissent la défense de la 
nature», in Revue du Crieur, 8(3): 44-61, https://doi.
org/10.3917/crieu.008.0044.

Carle, Z. (2023), «From Metapolitics to Electoral Com-
munication: Visualising “Nature” in the French Far 
Right», in B. Forchtner (ed.), Visualising Far-Right 
Environments. Communication and the Politics of 
Nature, Manchester University Press, Manchester, pp. 
166-185.

Coning de, A. (2023), «Seven Theses on Critical Empa-
thy: A Methodological Framework for “Unsavory”

Populations», in Qualitative Research, 23(2): 217-233, 
https://doi.org/10.1177/14687941211019563.

Dannemann, H. (2023), «Experiments of authoritarian 
sustainability: Völkisch settlers and far-right prefigu-
ration of a climate behemoth», in Sustainability: Sci-
ence, Practice and Policy, 19(1), https://doi.org/10.10
80/15487733.2023.2175468.

Ekberg, K., et al. (2022), Climate Obstruction: How Deni-
al, Delay and Inaction Are Heating the Planet, Rout-
ledge, London.

Farstad, F. M. (2018), «What Explains Variation in Parties’ 
Climate Change Salience?’» in Party Politics, 24(6): 
698-707, https://doi.org/10.1177/1354068817693473.

Forchtner, B. (2019), «Nation, Nature, Purity: Extreme-
Right Biodiversity in Germany», in Patterns of Preju-
dice, 53(3): 285-301, https://doi.org/10.1080/003132
2X.2019.1592303.

Forchtner, B., Gruber M. (2024), «Far-Right World 
Ordering from the Margins: Ethno-Ecological 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.glmedi.2025.100198
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.glmedi.2025.100198
https://doi.org/10.30671/nordia.140962
https://doi.org/10.30671/nordia.140962
https://doi.org/10.1177/02633957241273649
https://doi.org/10.1086/721413
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.soc.012809.102602
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.soc.012809.102602
https://doi.org/10.3917/rfsp.571.0005
https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa
https://doi.org/10.1080/17524032.2025.2596614
https://doi.org/10.1080/17524032.2025.2596614
https://doi.org/10.1177/14614456231154734
https://doi.org/10.1177/14614456231154734
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2023.2242749
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2023.2242749
https://doi.org/10.1080/09546553.2021.1987895
https://doi.org/10.1080/09546553.2021.1987895
https://doi.org/10.3917/crieu.008.0044
https://doi.org/10.3917/crieu.008.0044
https://doi.org/10.1177/14687941211019563
https://doi.org/10.1080/15487733.2023.2175468
https://doi.org/10.1080/15487733.2023.2175468
https://doi.org/10.1177/1354068817693473
https://doi.org/10.1080/0031322X.2019.1592303
https://doi.org/10.1080/0031322X.2019.1592303


155«I Don’t Need Climate Change to Be an Ecologist»: Far-right Ecological Activism, or When Climate (Almost) Doesn’t Matter

Degrowth and the Nation in the Swiss Democrats’ 
Discourse About the Natural Environment», in Glob-
al Studies Quarterly, 4(3), https://doi.org/10.1093/
isagsq/ksae068.

Forchtner, B., Kølvraa C. (2015), «The Nature of Nation-
alism: Populist Radical Right Parties on Countryside 
and Climate», in Nature + Culture, 10(2): 199-224, 
https://doi.org/10.3167/nc.2015.100204.

Forchtner, B., Lubarda B. (2023), «Scepticisms and 
beyond? A Comprehensive Portrait of Climate 
Change Communication by the Far Right in the 
European Parliament», in Environmental Politics, 
32(1): 43-68, https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2022.
2048556.

Forchtner, B., Olsen J. (2023), «Double Vision: Local 
Environment and Global Climate Change through 
the German Far-Right Lens», in B. Forchtner (ed.), 
Visualising Far-Right Environments. Communication 
and the Politics of Nature, Manchester University 
Press, Manchester, pp. 229-252.

Forchtner, B., Olsen J. (2024), «Against the Promethe-
an: Energy Throughput and the Far-Right Poli-
tics of Degrowth», in Environment and Planning 
E: Nature and Space, 7(5): 2078-2096, https://doi.
org/10.1177/25148486241266794.

François, S. (2016), «L’extrême droite française et 
l’écologie. Retour sur une polémique», in Revue 
Française d’Histoire des Idées Politiques, 44(2): 187-
208, https://doi.org/10.3917/rfhip1.044.0187.

Gruber, M. (2024), Climate Politics in Populist Times: Cli-
mate Change Communication Strategies in Germany, 
Spain, and Austria, Routledge, London.

Hanson, J. (2024), «Looking beyond Climate Contrari-
anism: Nationalism and the Reterritorialization of 
Climate Discourse in Spain’s Vox Party», in Nordia 
Geographical Publications, 53(1): 39-61, https://doi.
org/10.30671/nordia.121511.

Hochschild, A. R. (2018), Strangers in Their Own Land: 
Anger and Mourning on the American Right, The 
New Press, New York.

Hultgren, J. (2015), Border Walls Gone Green: Nature 
and Anti-Immigrant Politics in America, University of 
Minnesota Press, Minneapolis.

Hurd, M., Werther S. (2013), «Nature, Volk and the Hei-
mat. The Narratives and Practices of the Far-Right 
Ecologist», Baltic Worlds, 2: 13-19.

Jacquet-Vaillant, M. (2021), «Le mouvement identitaire 
français: Pour une approche mixte des marges en 
politique», PhD thesis, Paris 2.

Jones, D. (2023), «The National Socialist Movement of 
the United States and the Turn to Environmental-
ism – Greenfingers or Brownshirts?», in B. Forchtner 

(ed.), Visualising Far-Right Environments. Communi-
cation and the Politics of Nature, Manchester Univer-
sity Press, Manchester, pp. 63-82.

Lebourg, N. (2010), Le monde vu de la plus extrême 
droite : Du fascisme au nationalisme-révolutionnaire, 
Presses Universitaires de Perpignan, Perpignan.

Lockwood, M. (2018), «Right-Wing Populism and the 
Climate Change Agenda: Exploring the Linkages», 
in Environmental Politics, 27(4): 712-732, https://doi.
org/10.1080/09644016.2018.1458411.

Lubarda, B. (2020), «Beyond Ecofascism? Far-Right Ecol-
ogism (FRE) as a Framework for Future Inquiries», 
in Environmental Values, 29(6): 713-732, https://doi.
org/10.3197/096327120X15752810323922.

Lubarda, B. (2023), Far-Right Ecologism: Environmental 
Politics and the Far Right in Hungary and Poland, 
Routledge, London.

Lubarda, B., Forchtner B. (2023), «Far-right narratives of 
climate change acceptance and their role in address-
ing climate skepticism», in The Journal of Environ-
mental Education, 54(6): 386-396. https://doi.org/10
.1080/00958964.2023.2257622.

Macklin, G. (2022), «The Extreme Right, Climate 
Change and Terrorism», in Terrorism and Political 
Violence, 34(5): 979-996, https://doi.org/10.1080/095
46553.2022.2069928.

Malm, A., The Zetkin Collective (2021), White Skin, 
Black Fuel: On the Danger of Fossil Fascism, Verso, 
London.

Moore, S., Roberts, A. (2022), The Rise of Ecofascism: Cli-
mate Change and the Far Right, Polity, Cambridge, 
Massachusetts.

Obst, M. (2024), «Methodology for the Disliked: A Call 
for Situated Ethics in Close-up Research with Anti-
Gender Groups», in Qualitative Research, 25(5): 1022-
1040, https://doi.org/10.1177/14687941241288194.

Pasek, A. (2021), «Carbon Vitalism: Life and the Body 
in Climate Denial», in Environmental Humani-
ties, 13(1): 1–20, https://doi.org/10.1215/22011919-
8867175.

Pasieka, A. (2019), «Anthropology of the Far Right: What 
If We like the “Unlikeable” Others?», in Anthropol-
ogy Today, 35(1): 3-6, https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-
8322.12480.

Pietiläinen, S. (2024), «“They Will Not Survive Here”: 
Bordering, Racialisation, and Nature in the Politics 
of the Finnish Populist Radical Right», in Journal of 
Language and Politics, 23(3): 369-390, https://doi.
org/10.1075/jlp.23085.pie.

Pietiläinen, S. (2025), «The Racialised Geographies of 
the Far-Right: Climate Politics in Finland and Rus-

https://doi.org/10.1093/isagsq/ksae068
https://doi.org/10.1093/isagsq/ksae068
https://doi.org/10.3167/nc.2015.100204
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2022.2048556
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2022.2048556
https://doi.org/10.1177/25148486241266794
https://doi.org/10.1177/25148486241266794
https://doi.org/10.3917/rfhip1.044.0187
https://doi.org/10.30671/nordia.121511
https://doi.org/10.30671/nordia.121511
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2018.1458411
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2018.1458411
https://doi.org/10.3197/096327120X15752810323922
https://doi.org/10.3197/096327120X15752810323922
https://doi.org/10.1080/00958964.2023.2257622
https://doi.org/10.1080/00958964.2023.2257622
https://doi.org/10.1080/09546553.2022.2069928
https://doi.org/10.1080/09546553.2022.2069928
https://doi.org/10.1177/14687941241288194
https://doi.org/10.1215/22011919-8867175
https://doi.org/10.1215/22011919-8867175
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8322.12480
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8322.12480
https://doi.org/10.1075/jlp.23085.pie
https://doi.org/10.1075/jlp.23085.pie


156 Lise Benoist

sia», Nordia Geographical Publications, 54(6): 1-58. 
https://doi.org/10.30671/nordia.173286.

Schwörer, J., Fernández-García, B. (2024), «Climate 
Sceptics or Climate Nationalists? Understand-
ing and Explaining Populist Radical Right Parties’ 
Positions towards Climate Change (1990–2022)», 
in Political Studies, 72(3): 1178-1202, https://doi.
org/10.1177/00323217231176475.

Segers, I. B., Gelashvili, T., Gagnon, A. (2023), «Inter-
sectionality and Care Ethics in Researching the Far 
Right», in Feminist Media Studies, 24(5), 1219–1224, 
https://doi.org/10.1080/14680777.2023.2280884.

Trundle, C., Gardner, J., Phillips, T. (2024), «The Ethno-
graphic Interview: An Interdisciplinary Guide for 
Developing an Ethnographic Disposition in Health 
Research», in Qualitative Health Research, 35(13): 1395-
1409, https://doi.org/10.1177/10497323241241225.

Turner, J., and Bailey, D. (2021), «“Ecobordering”: Cast-
ing Immigration Control as Environmental Protec-
tion», in Environmental Politics, 31(1): 110-131, htt-
ps://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2021.1916197.

Ungureanu, C., and L. A. Popartan (2024), «The Green, 
Green Grass of the Nation. A New Far-Right Ecology 
in Spain», Political Geography, 108: 102953, https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2023.102953.

Van Rensburg, W. (2015), «Climate Change Scepticism: 
A Conceptual Re-Evaluation», SAGE Open, 5(2), htt-
ps://doi.org/10.1177/2158244015579723.

Varco, M. (2023), «Volk Utopia: Racial Futures and Eco-
logical Politics on the German Far-Right», in Geofo-
rum, 153: 103823, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geofo-
rum.2023.103823.

Vihma, A., Reischl, G., Andersen, A. N. (2021), «A Cli-
mate Backlash: Comparing Populist Parties’ Climate 
Policies in Denmark, Finland, and Sweden», in The 
Journal of Environment & Development, 30(3): 219-
239, https://doi.org/10.1177/10704965211027748.

Voss, K. (2019), «The Ecological Component of the Ide-
ology and Legislative Activity of the Freedom Party 
of Austria», in B. Fortchtner (ed.), The Far Right and 
the Environment. Politics, Discourse and Communica-
tion, Routledge, London, pp. 153-183.

Weisskircher, M., Volk, S. (2025), «The People against the 
Sun? Ideology and Strategy in Far-Right Parties» Cli-
mate Obstruction of Solar Energy», in Environmen-
tal Politics, 35(2), 240–271, https://doi.org/10.1080/0
9644016.2025.2458380.

Weisskircher, M., Diermeier, M. (2025), «Climate action 
versus environmental protection? How far-rightand 
environmentalist messengers shape public attitudes 
towards renewable energy infrastructure in forests», 

in Environmental Politics, 1-24, https://doi.org/10.10
80/09644016.2025.2569733.

Winock, M., (2015), «L’Action française», in Id. (ed.), 
Histoire de l’extrême droite en France. Points, Paris, 
pp. 125-156.

https://doi.org/10.30671/nordia.173286
https://doi.org/10.1177/00323217231176475
https://doi.org/10.1177/00323217231176475
https://doi.org/10.1080/14680777.2023.2280884
https://doi.org/10.1177/10497323241241225
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2021.1916197
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2021.1916197
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2023.102953
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2023.102953
https://doi.org/10.1177/2158244015579723
https://doi.org/10.1177/2158244015579723
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2023.103823
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2023.103823
https://doi.org/10.1177/10704965211027748
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2025.2458380
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2025.2458380
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2025.2569733
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2025.2569733

	Introduction
	Anna Maria Paola Toti, Maria Alessandra Molè
	Misery of Position and the Crisis of Possibility. New Forms of Poverty in Contemporary Democracies
	Anna Maria Paola Toti
	Dwelling as a Wicked Problem: Housing, Inequality and Precarious Life Trajectories 
	Maria Alessandra Molè
	From Ferrarotti’s baraccati to Roma camps. The long wave of housing marginality
	Vincenzo Romania, Tommaso Bertazzo
	Collaborative Housing Strategies: The Case of “Widespread Reception” by Caritas Diocesana in Rome
	Carmelo Bruni, Matteo Finco
	Dwelling Among the Ruins
	Paolo Do
	The Right to a Home: Housing Strategies and Social Inclusion of Unaccompanied Foreign Minors and Youth Foreigners
	Giuseppina Tumminelli
	«Two Heads Are Better Than One but They Must Be Good Ones»: Ethical and Methodological Challenges of Social Work With «people Living on the Street
	Andrea Gollini
	Legal Aid at the Margins: realizing Rights for People Experiencing Homelessness in Italy
	Maria Chiara Pedroni
	Climate Change and Far-Right Politics: Between Adoption and Adaptation
	Manuela Caiani, Nicolò Pennucci 
	Populist Attitudes, Ideology, and Climate Change Beliefs: A Comparative Analysis of Six European Countries
	Moreno Mancosu, Cecilia Biancalana, Riccardo Landini, Arturo Bertero
	An Obstacle to the Sustainability Transformation? How Conspiracy Beliefs Shape Climate (In)action
	Kevin Winter
	«I Don’t Need Climate Change to Be an Ecologist». Far-right Ecological Activism, or When Climate (Almost) Doesn’t Matter
	Lise Benoist
	Victims of the Green Transition: Harm Narratives in AfD’s Climate Skepticism
	Till Hilmar
	Far-right Climate Skepticism Across Europe: The Transnationalization of Narratives?
	Manuela Caiani, Nicolò Pennucci 
	Ecofascism’s Dual Legacy: Local Revolts and Imperial Dreams in Italy
	Nicola Guerra
	Drill, Baby, Drill. How Misogynist and Far-right Narratives Are Connected to Issues of Environmentalism
	Linda Coufal
	L’ageismo nei contesti sociosanitari in Europa: una scoping review [titolo in inglese???]
	Stefano Poli, Paola Giannoni, Giada Moretti1
	L’artificazione nelle mode. Una lettura sociologica
	Lorenzo G. Baglioni
	Appendice bio-bibliografica su autori e autrici

