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INTRODUCTION

In March 2016, a group of colleagues from the 
Association of Sexual and Reproductive Rights, 
together with other Catalan feminists, landed 
at the New York airport to participate in the 
United Nations space dedicated to the 
advancement of women's rights; the 
Commission on the Status of Women (CSW). 
During the summit we held an official event on 
the situation of sexual and reproductive rights 
within the framework of the 2030 Agenda for 
Sustainable Development. For Catalan 
feminist-based organizations and defenders of 
sexual and reproductive rights, making our 
voice heard at the CSW was quite an event, and 
as such we lived it and enjoyed it.

An hour before the event began, our colleagues from 
the women's group warned us that a large number of 
young people from fundamentalist, anti-rights and 
anti-gender groups were expected to attend. I 
remember arriving at the room and seeing it full of 
young people. There was not a single free seat. Many 
of the young people were sitting on the floor. Once 
we finished our presentation, and when the question 
and answer session began, the young people took 
over the microphones and started
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reprimand us. They chanted slogans against the right to 
abortion, against affective-sexual education or against same-
sex marriage. They extolled the importance of traditional 
values   such as family, religion and abstinence. Once the 
event was over, the harassment continued and groups of 
young people chased us through the corridors of the United 
Nations headquarters.

For us, this was our first experience of harassment by 
fundamentalist groups operating at the United Nations. In the 
following days, and already aware of the phenomenon, we 
observed with disbelief that, in the United Nations space 
dedicated to the advancement of women's rights, there was a 
greater presence of fundamentalist and anti-rights groups than 
of grassroots feminists. A presence that, by the way, has been 
increasing and is increasingly belligerent.

Based on that fact and adding the new cases of harassment and 
violence exercised against feminist groups and defenders of sexual 
and reproductive rights by fundamentalist groups in the Spanish 
State such as Abogados Cristianos, we decided to initiate research, 
monitoring, follow-up and public denunciation work on these 
groups. Who were they? How were they organized? Who finances 
them? Where and how are their strategies oriented? What links are 
there between the different groups and political parties?

In this way, we opened a new line of work at the Sexual and 
Reproductive Rights Association with a very clear objective: 
Investigate the anti-gender and anti-rights fundamentalist 
groups that use hate speech against what they call "gender 
ideology" and which means the frontal attack against the 
recognition of the sexual and reproductive rights of women in all 
their diversity and of the LGTBIQ+ population.
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Our goal was, therefore, to monitor them, denounce them and, of 
course, confront them. The political events that subsequently 
precipitated in the Spanish State, within the European Union, as well 
as in various places around the world reinforced the decision taken 
by the Association of Sexual and Reproductive Rights.

This new line of work has led us to generate alliances with 
entities defending Sexual and Reproductive Rights from around 
the world, to promote political advocacy actions at the local and 
international level, to participate in international anti-
fundamentalist networks, in which we share information and 
knowledge with professionals from the academic and journalistic 
fields, to organize international forums on defenders of Sexual 
and Reproductive Rights and to generate strategic alliances with 
personnel from United Nations missions, parliamentarians and 
parliamentarians, etc.

For us, it is important to highlight the alliance generated with 
Latin American defenders of Sexual and Reproductive Rights 
(DSiR, from now on) as well as with the European Parliamentary 
Forum of DSiR. Both alliances have allowed us to understand and 
delve deeper into the phenomenon and build a working 
hypothesis to base this publication and which we will develop 
later. Because this phenomenon cannot be understood correctly 
without the link between Europe and Latin America: Europe as 
the genesis of the ideology that supports the discourse against 
gender ideology and Latin America as the first political 
laboratory.

As we said above, this publication is born from experience and 
contextualized knowledge. From the concrete experience of 
being a feminist entity defending the DSiR that is on the front 
lines of defending and guaranteeing the DSiR of women in all 
their diversity and of the LGTBIQ+ population.
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We distance ourselves, therefore, from any academic 
pretensions. We are not. Our objective is none other than to 
share the knowledge that we have generated from life 
experience. The experience that has come to us from being an 
entity that is in the crosshairs of these fundamentalist groups 
and far-right parties. And it is from this experience that we are 
strengthened in our daily fight for the real guarantee of the DSiR 
and to stop any attack that could put them at risk.

Nor is it our intention to contribute to the academic or 
terminological debate on how these groups or political parties 
should be called. We understand and know the debate. We respect 
and value it. We understand that the different professionals or 
entities that work on this issue decide to frame themselves within a 
specific terminology. We do not need it and, for this reason, 
throughout the entire publication we will use the terms 
interchangeably. fundamentalist, anti-rights and anti-gender 
groups,as well as far-right or fascist parties.

Objectives of the publication
Through this publication we want to raise awareness of the 
different fundamentalist, anti-rights and anti-gender groups 
that operate at a state and international level.Show the 
strategies, tools and workspaces, their relationships with far-
right and fascist parties and with conservative states. We are 
faced with a network formed by politicians, parliamentarians, 
ministers, heads of state, fundamentalist groups, fascist and far-
right parties and judges. From different territories of the world 
and who have the support of some of the most important 
religious institutions, such as the Catholic, Russian Orthodox or 
Evangelical churches, as well as Muslim institutions. A network 
formed by very diverse groups that, in principle, we can think 
that they present relevant divergences between themselves, but 
that have known and have the merit of having gathered around
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of a common goal: the attack on the Sexual and Reproductive 
Rights of women in all their diversity and of the LGTBIQ+ 
population. The transnational nature of the phenomenon is one 
of its main characteristics.

The central axis that unites these fundamentalist groups, 
fascist and far-right parties and conservative states, so 
diverse and different from each other, is the hate speech 
against the Sexual and Reproductive Rights of women in 
all their diversity and of the LGTBIQ+ population.Sharing 
and spreading this idea is key for DSiR advocates. For some 
groups, this hate speech is the basis of their DNA and their 
ultimate political goal. For others, hate speech against DSiR is 
just a vehicle, a strategy to gain followers and be able to reach 
institutions and generate dedemocratizing processes that 
allow them to impose a neoliberal and austerity economic 
agenda.

This phenomenon is based on perfect synergy(Graff & 
Korolczuk, 2021)and opportunistic between the alliance 
generated between fundamentalist groups that have the 
attack on Sexual and Reproductive Rights in their DNA and 
that have been working for decades to eradicate them, and 
the new fascist and far-right parties.This can be easily 
identified in the case of Spain, with the alliance between the 
fundamentalist group HazteOir and the fascist party Vox. In fact, 
there are public allegations that Vox is financed through 
HazteOir and CitizenGo (Ramsay & Provost, 2019). These 
alliances are a key difference with respect to the fundamentalist 
reactions against the DSiR and women's rights that took place 
from the 1990s. The alliance between these fundamentalist 
groups and the far-right and fascist parties is the differentiating 
element from other reactionary phases. The alliance allows them 
to gain much more strength and increases the impact of their 
actions.
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Hate speech against “gender ideology” cannot be isolated from 
hate speech against racialized people, migrants, refugees and 
the criminalization of poverty.They are, therefore, several 
interconnected hate speeches that, depending on the moment and 
the territory, emphasize one over the other. Recent studies show 
that, among the different existing hate speeches, the one that 
focuses on attacking Sexual and Reproductive Rights has much 
greater impact and reach among the population.

Hate speech and attacks against DSiR concern women and 
the LGTBIQ+ population equally.If we take the example of 
Turkey's recent withdrawal from the Istanbul Convention, the 
analysis of the facts shows us that it was not only an attack on 
women's rights through the denial of gender-based violence 
but also an attack on the LGTBIQ+ population. The Turkish 
government, through the Directorate of Communications of 
the Presidency, made a statement in which it claimed that“The 
Istanbul Convention, which was originally intended to 
promote women's rights, was hijacked by a group of people 
who were trying to normalize homosexuality, a fact 
incompatible with Turkey's social and family values.What we 
want to highlight here is that the attack on DSiR affects both 
women and the LGTBIQ+ population. An approach based only 
on violence against women's rights is therefore incomplete.

Any political analysis of the rise of fundamentalist groups 
and far-right and fascist parties that does not integrate the 
axis of the attack on the DSiRi and the attack on the 
defenders of these rights is destined to offer no solution.
Likewise, political analyses should be able to overcome the 
patriarchal binary logic that differentiates between identity 
struggles and material struggles, since any identity struggle is 
also always material.
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Highlight the work carried out by defenders of Sexual and 
Reproductive Rightswho are on the front lines and who suffer the 
attack of these groups and political parties, it is essential. They have 
been able to generate information, build counter-narratives and 
continue to guarantee the DSiR of women and the LGT-BIQ+ 
population in the most difficult circumstances.

Finally,We want to share our reflection on the reason for 
this fundamentalist and extreme right-wing drift.against 
Sexual and Reproductive Rights.

Rearmament of the neoliberal economic model
Our thesis, as we said previously and without any academic 
pretensions, is that we are facing arearmament of the 
neoliberal economic model in its most exacerbated phaseand 
austericidal.

This phase of neoliberalism requires the entry into institutions of 
far-right and fascist parties articulated with the most ultra-
conservative and ultra-religious fundamentalist groups. Groups 
that have been working for decades to eradicate the Sexual and 
Reproductive Rights of women and the LGTBIQ+ population, but 
which now, united with far-right and fascist parties and with 
conservative states, have gained power to impose their political 
agenda. In previous decades, these fundamentalist groups had 
not managed to enter the political agendas of states nor did 
their strategies and actions have such an impact. With the 
current union between these groups and far-right parties, their 
actions have catapulted to the point of becoming state policies, 
as could be the case of Poland or Hungary within the European 
Union.
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This alliance is necessary for several reasons. First, because 
neoliberalism needs a polarized majority of the population to 
divert attention from the real causes of the increase in 
inequalities, injustices and violence. It needs scapegoats on 
which to vent the hatred it generates and which it needs to 
expand in order to sustain itself. These scapegoats are, 
among others, defenders of Sexual and Reproductive Rights, 
the LGTBIQ+ population, racialized people, migrants and 
refugees and impoverished people. The strategic alliance 
between fundamentalist groups and far-right and fascist 
parties is a key tool for neoliberalism to be sustained at this 
historical moment.

Secondly, because in its desire to privatize public services, 
neoliberalism requires a rearmament of the traditional 
heteropatriarchal family which, in the absence of a welfare state, 
would be the one that would sustain lives. As Laclau and Mouffe 
(2015) very well explain, we would be witnessing“the emergence of 
a new hegemonic project; that of the liberal conservative 
discourse, which attempts to articulate the neoliberal defense 
of the free market economy with the profoundly anti-
egalitarian and authoritarian cultural and social traditionalism 
of conservatism”.

Third, because as we pointed out previously, it has been shown that 
hate speech against DSiR is the speech that has the most impact and 
generates the most support among the population. The success of 
campaigns against compulsory sex education in schools, disseminated 
and implemented in many States around the world, show us the 
effectiveness of this hate speech.

We want to share this reflection because over the last year, in Spain and 
elsewhere in the European Union, there has been a proliferation of political 
analyses and studies that attempt to explain the cause of the rise of 
fundamentalist groups and the cause of the arrival of the parties.
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far-right and fascists in many of the European parliaments 
and institutions and elsewhere in the world.

It is striking that many of the studies do not incorporate the 
axis of the attack on the DSiR in the analysis. At best, some of 
these studies identify the relationship between the rise of 
feminism worldwide with the rise of fundamentalists and far-
right parties. The phenomenon of extremist drift is therefore 
posed as a reaction to a supposed success of feminism.

This working hypothesis, as defenders of Sexual and 
Reproductive Rights and as intersectional feminists, generates 
great doubts for us.

It is true that there was a reaction from fundamentalist 
groups and the Vatican to the “successes” of feminism after 
the 1990s. A decade, known in the United Nations as the 
Decade of Women, in which some of the most important 
international instruments for the protection of women’s 
human rights were approved by Member States. The Vienna 
Declaration and Programme of Action recognized for the first 
time that women’s rights are also human rights, the 
Declaration on the Elimination of Violence against Women, 
the Cairo Programme of Action and the Beijing Declaration 
and Platform for Action are other turning points. These 
instruments have proven to be key in the recognition of 
women’s rights and Sexual and Reproductive Rights.

Fundamentalist groups operating at the United Nations at the 
time, along with the Vatican and other conservative states, 
articulated a reaction to these successes. As part of this 
reaction, the Vatican created the concept of gender ideology, 
so famous today.

15



FUNDAMENTALIST OFFENSIVE TO DEMOCRACY

The concept of gender ideology, as the academic David 
Patternotre says (Borraz, 2019):“"it is a tailor's box where many 
things fit. It is, on the one hand, a rhetoric of fear that serves to 
impose an ultra-conservative political agenda. It is part of a 
global strategy that is implemented locally. It is used as a 
strategy to mobilize the population and they have understood 
that these are very powerful issues symbolically to embody the 
political project."

This reaction originated in Europe, and Spain will play a key 
role in it (Cornejo-Valle & Pichardo, 2017). It will later be 
imported to Latin America, where it will have great success by 
generating alliances with far-right and populist Latin 
American parties. It is precisely in Latin America where this 
strategy will be implemented first.

The use of the concept: “gender ideology” will allow, among other 
things, the non-approval of the Peace Accords in Colombia. It will 
allow the former president of Ecuador, Rafael Correa, to implement 
the mega-extractivist model, in alliance with international capitals 
and with the Catholic and Evangelical churches. In Costa Rica, the 
attack on the Sexual and Reproductive Rights of women and 
LGTBIQ+ people, encompassed under the concept of “gender 
ideology” will allow a hitherto unknown figure, the evangelical 
pastor Fabricio Alvarado, to win the first round of the 2018 
elections. In Brazil, Lula and Dilma will generate an alliance with 
fundamentalist evangelical groups that used hate speech against 
gender ideology to stay in power. This same mistake will be 
repeated years later by the current president of Mexico, Andrés 
Manuel López Obrador. And we come to what is perhaps the most 
paradigmatic phenomenon of the use of discourse against gender 
ideology and the attack on DSiR: Bolsonaro's Brazil, where even in 
his inauguration speech he commits to fighting against gender 
ideology. The campaign
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Anti-gender fundamentalist international: "Don't mess with 
my children" was key for Bolsonaro to come to power.

From threat to offensive
The examples that we will cite below will allow us to observe, 
with their local specificities, that this is the same phenomenon 
that occurred in Latin America previously. The same 
campaigns, the same strategies, the same slogans, the same
Fake News:

• The almost total ban on abortion in Poland.
• The elimination of all teaching related to homosexuality 

and gender reassignment in Hungarian public schools.

• The declared free zones for LGTBIQ+ people in Poland.

• Turkey's withdrawal from the Istanbul Convention.

• The holding in Croatia of a referendum against same-sex 
marriage.
• The criminalization of LGBTIQ+ people by Putin's 

government in Russia.
• Attacks on the Istanbul Convention in Bulgaria and Poland.

• The denial of sexist violence, the approval of heartbeat 
legislation in different territories of the United States, 
the attempt to create a parallel diplomacy promoted by 
the previous administration of the United States of 
America, based on the eradication of Sexual and 
Reproductive Rights.

• In Madrid, the declaration of municipalities for life, a euphemism 
under which the prohibition of the right to abortion is hidden, in 
Andalusia the elimination of public funds in
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feminist and women's rights associations that fight 
against sexist violence and in favor of DSiR, the 
indiscriminate attacks on the mandatory nature of sex 
education in schools by Vox and the Popular Party; the 
prosecution of Sexual and Reproductive Rights 
defenders and feminist groups. The attack on women, 
pregnant women and professionals at the doors of 
clinics accredited for the voluntary interruption of 
pregnancy, the increase in violence against the LGTBIQ+ 
population with a special virulence towards trans 
people.

We are therefore faced with a transnational network made up of 
politicians, parliamentarians, ministers, heads of state, 
fundamentalist groups, fascist and far-right parties and judges. All 
from different territories of the world and who have the support of 
some of the most important religious institutions, such as the 
Catholic Church, the Russian Orthodox Church, the Evangelical 
Church and Muslim institutions.

A network formed by very diverse groups that, in principle, we can 
think of as having significant differences with each other, but that 
have known and have the merit of having come together around a 
common goal: the attack on the DSiR of women in all their diversity 
and the LGTBIQ+ population.

A network that operates both locally and internationally and 
that designs its strategies and campaigns collectively in 
international spaces such as, for example, the World Congress 
of Families.

Evangelical groups from the United States such as the Alliance 
Defending Freedom, which in recent years has expanded into Europe 
with offices opened in the main European decision-making spaces.
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feet such as Brussels, Geneva or Strasbourg, or Family Watch 
International-Human Life International, World Youth Alliance, Family 
Watch International, C-Fam, Political Network for Values, 
International Organization for the Family or Heartbeat 
International, have promoted actions and initiatives aimed at 
eradicating DSiR.

In Europe, One Uf Us, Ordo Iuris, Agenda Europa, European 
Center for Law and Justice, La Manif Pour Tous, Fondation 
Jérôme Lejeune, Tradition, Family, Property Network, Fondazione 
Novae Terrae, World Youth Alliance Europe, among others, stand 
out.

In Spain, HazteOIR, Abogados Cristianos, Fórum de la Família, 
Red Madre, Centro Tomas Moro, Fundación Provida, 
Rescatadores, e-Cristians, CIDEVIDA or Valores y Sociedad, are 
the most notorious examples.

These groups also operate in the United Nations spaces 
dedicated to women's human rights: the Commission on the 
Status of Women (CSW), a space dedicated to women's 
empowerment and gender equality, the Commission on 
Population and Development (CPD), a United Nations space for 
the advancement of Sexual and Reproductive Rights, the High 
Level Political Forum (HLPF), a space aimed at sustainable 
development. Also in the United Nations General Assembly, the 
Human Rights Council (HRC) and the Human Rights Committee.

Throughout the following pages we will try to unravel this 
network, its links, objectives, strategies and tools.
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ABOUT THE
TERMINOLOGY
USED   IN THIS
REPORT
As explained above, definitions are political. 
There are different ways to describe this entire 
constellation of groups that are positioned 
against the exercise of Sexual and 
Reproductive Rights. Ultraconservatives, 
fundamentalists, extremists, anti-rights or anti-
gender are some examples of this 
terminological nebula that in certain cases can 
confuse the reader. In this report we will find 
that some of these concepts are used, in many 
cases interchangeably, to describe a 
phenomenon that we could consider similar. It 
is not our intention to commit ourselves to an 
exhaustive terminology. On the contrary, we 
believe that the use of a varied nomenclature 
allows us to more clearly reflect the analytical 
complexity of the phenomenon and the 
divergence of perspectives. However, before 
starting to develop the subject, we consider it 
essential to dedicate a brief section to 
justifying and describing some of the concepts 
that will emerge throughout the publication.
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The report of the Special Rapporteur on cultural rights (January 
16, 2017) defines the termfundamentalism, which gives its name 
to the title of this publication and which is the most repeated 
concept, as a series of far-right political movements that seek to 
manipulate religion, culture or ethnicity to achieve political goals. 
These movements usually articulate worldviews based on 
theocratic convictions that seek to impose their interpretation of 
religious doctrine through laws and public policies with the 
intention of consolidating their influence in a hegemonic and 
coercive way. We can find examples of fundamentalist ideologies 
in all the major religious traditions of the world. Despite having a 
strong religious character, there are definitions of 
fundamentalism that adopt a broader vision, not only religious, 
and define fundamentalism as a perspective based on 
intolerance that advocates strict and literal adherence to a set of 
beliefs or ideas.

If we only focused on fundamentalist groups, we would be 
leaving out a significant part of the groups that oppose the DSiR. 
Groups that, although they share with the fundamentalists the 
concern for the defense of certain traditional values   (such as 
the familynatural heteropatriarchal or gender roles), do not 
make religious identity an integral part of their character. This is 
the case of certain groups, which it might be more appropriate 
to label as extremists. The report itself offers us a 
contextualization of the idea. The concept of extremism must be 
treated coherently; it is a concept that presupposes the existence 
of an ideological scale with extremes where this type of 
ideologies are located. It is a broader and more dynamic term 
than fundamentalism and, therefore, we will try to use it when 
we want to highlight groups that fall outside the spectrum of 
what we can consider fundamentalism. However, we must not 
forget that fundamentalism is a form of extremism and that 
therefore, efforts aimed at combating it must also focus on 
fundamentalism.
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In this report, the term extremism is used primarily to refer to 
far-right extremism. The concept of far-right is an umbrella 
term that includes ideologies such as the radical right, the far 
right, the alt-right and fascism, with significant differences 
between them.

Concepts such as anti-rights or anti-gender will also appear 
throughout the publication. Anti-rights emphasizes the 
antagonism of some groups towards the human rights 
system, while anti-gender emphasizes those groups that 
specifically oppose what they describe as “gender ideology”. 
Although there are authors who consider that there may be 
significant differences between one concept and the other, in 
this publication they are used interchangeably. At the very 
least, this is an element of debate under construction, but we 
can consider that any opposition that these groups associate 
with “gender ideology” is in fact a frontal opposition to certain 
human rights.
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CONTEXTUALIZING
EXTREMISM
CONTEMPORARY,
A PHENOMENON
TRANSNATIONAL I
DIGITIZED
What is the relationship between the 
government of Jair Bolsonaro in Brazil or the 
establishment of ultraconservative governments 
in Hungary or Poland? Is there any connection 
between the small groups that organize to pray 
in front of abortion clinics and the emergence 
and rise of Vox? Are there links between the 
expansion and consolidation of large Internet 
platforms and the rise of phenomena such as 
disinformation or hate speech?

The answer to these questions is extremely 
complex to answer. We are fully aware of the 
difficulty of illuminating this web of 
relationships, dynamics and actors that 
characterizes the international ecosystem of 
extremism. Access to information is in many 
cases limited and it is also a constantly 
evolving issue, where there is no

25



FUNDAMENTALIST OFFENSIVE TO DEMOCRACY

static concepts and the generation of knowledge quickly becomes 
outdated when confronted with reality. Therefore, this report does 
not aspire to generate academic knowledge that allows us to 
analyze the phenomenon of fundamentalism in an almost scientific 
way. Nor does it intend to underpin concepts. Our intention is to 
offer the reader a portrait that is as current as possible, recognizing 
at all times the divergence and analytical diversity of a phenomenon 
as complex as that of fundamentalism on an international scale.

What is clear, for sure, is that the last few decades have been 
key in terms of advances in the field of Sexual and 
Reproductive Rights and, in parallel, for the resurgence and 
transnationalization of far-right extremism. However, it is 
difficult to understand the situation we currently find 
ourselves in without a brief review of some of the most 
significant events that have occurred in recent years.

On the one hand, in the institutional sphere around the world, a 
multitude of governments and parliaments have fallen into the 
hands of fundamentalist and extremist parties. This is the case of 
the government of Jair Bolsonaro in Brazil, the presidency of Donald 
Trump in the USA or the resurgence of ultra-conservative 
governments in Eastern Europe such as that of Viktor Orbán in 
Hungary or that of the Law and Justice party in Poland. In these 
states, the attacks on DSiR have been obvious and immediate. At 
the beginning of 2021, the Polish government announced the 
implementation of a law with the intention of restricting the already 
limited right to abortion, reducing it even in cases of fetal 
malformation. In Hungary, the government passed a law to prohibit 
the dissemination of content on homosexuality or transgenderism 
in schools, in addition to amending the constitution to ensure that 
the description of family excludes LGTBIQ+ people. Jair Bolsonaro, 
during his inauguration speech and among claims for the Judeo-
Christian heritage of Brazilian society, blamed “ideology”
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gender logic” of the division and destruction of families in 
Brazil and promised to end sexuality education.

Not only that, the attack on the DSiR has been a central and 
fundamental part of the political campaigns that have brought 
these formations to power, acting in many cases as the 
cornerstone on which the entire fundamentalist ideology is built.

There is another deeply relevant institutional dimension; the 
weakening of the international system. From extremist 
groups and governments, a policy of erosion of the different 
international organizations and especially of the entire United 
Nations system is being carried out. It is logical. The paradigm 
of human rights is based on multilateralism and the constant 
work that is carried out from this type of institutions. The 
clearest example is probably found in the US government with 
Donald Trump. In addition to abandoning the UN Human 
Rights Council or the Paris Climate Agreement, the Trump 
government specifically tried to dismantle the systems 
guaranteeing Sexual and Reproductive Rights around the 
world. An example is the reinstatement of what is known as
Global Gag Rule.Under this rule, any foreign NGO or 
international health program that wants to receive funding 
from the United States must agree to stop providing abortion-
related services or advocating for expanded access to 
voluntary termination of pregnancy. Another example could 
be the withdrawal of funding from the United Nations 
Population Fund, the UN agency that deals with all issues 
related to sexual and reproductive health.

It is difficult to measure the exact consequences of this 
instrumentalization of funding. Family Health Options Kenya, 
a family planning and reproductive rights network in this 
African country, had to close half of its 16 clinics because 60% 
of its funding was
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The message came from the USA (Peace Women, 2017). The human 
consequences are, in many cases, brutal.

The American case is not unique, but part of a global strategy 
of weakening multilateral spaces implemented by 
ultraconservative governments and fundamentalist groups 
around the world. This strategy has another face that goes 
beyond this withdrawal of funding or frontal attack on 
international institutions. Governments and other 
ultraconservative forces are trying to implement authentic 
alternative paradigms of human rights. It is in this line that we 
can place the Geneva Consensus Declaration on the 
Promotion of Women's Health and the Strengthening of the 
Family, promoted by the USA of Donald Trump, Brazil, 
Uganda, Hungary, Indonesia and Egypt. It is an anti-abortion 
and anti-gender Declaration that seeks, in its own words: a) to 
guarantee significant developments for women's health; b) to 
protect life at all stages; c) to declare the sovereign right of 
each nation to make its own laws to protect life, without 
external pressure; d) to defend the family as the basis for any 
healthy society. The US presented this declaration on 
December 7, 2020, at the United Nations General Assembly. 
34 states joined, including Poland, Belarus, Pakistan and Saudi 
Arabia. On January 28, 2021, with the arrival of Joe Biden to 
the presidency, the US withdrew from the declaration. Shortly 
after, on October 28, 2021, Russia announced its accession.

This phenomenon is reflected in the Spanish state. The extremist 
Vox party makes opposition to the UN's 2030 Agenda a fundamental 
part of its political discourse. According to Vox, the 2030 Agenda is 
actually a secret plan drawn up by political and economic elites 
whose true intention is the destruction of the traditional family, the 
indoctrination of children and the promotion of what they describe 
as a "migratory invasion". In contrast,
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position on this international human rights agenda Vox 
proposes what they define as Agenda Spain, of a nativist 
nature and which includes, among other measures, the repeal 
of the abortion law or the suppression of sex change 
interventions from public health.

The institutional dimension is not the only one we should stop 
at if we want to offer a meaningful image of the phenomenon. 
The development of the digital medium has been perhaps the 
most important revolution in terms of forms of 
communication and political strategy in the last decade. The 
Internet currently occupies a central position in contemporary 
societies and an increasing number of social interactions 
depend on the correct functioning of Cyberspace. Within the 
digital ecosystem, the role of large digital platforms and social 
networks has also gained great relevance. The European 
Parliament's report on computational propaganda (European 
Parliament, 2018) introduces us to some reflections that are 
particularly significant in order to illustrate the relevance of 
social networks and large Internet platforms. Currently, two-
thirds of North American adults and half of European adults 
consult the press through social networks. These percentages 
increase significantly among the young population. 
Consequently, the role of social networks is key to the 
formation of the political identity of adolescents.

Few political movements have been able to exploit this new 
paradigm as effectively as extremist groups. The rise and expansion 
of fundamentalism cannot be understood without analyzing the 
digital strategies and tools that are regularly used. Just as in order 
to address a phenomenon, it is first necessary to define it, the 
analysis of theseknow-howIt presents itself as the spearhead of the 
fight against fundamentalism.

29



FUNDAMENTALIST OFFENSIVE TO DEMOCRACY

As we have just mentioned, these international trends are also 
represented in the Spanish State. In 2013, the ultra-
conservative populist party Vox was founded, with an agenda 
marked by its strong opposition to most Sexual and 
Reproductive Rights and supported by fundamentalist groups, 
such as the Hazte Oír organization. The party has steadily 
gained political relevance within the institutions of the State. It 
currently has 52 deputies in Congress and is also represented 
in numerous regional parliaments. Its influence has not been 
felt exclusively through the increase in its institutional 
representation, but has also introduced new issues and 
reconfigured the axes on which the Spanish political debate is 
built. Vox's success is difficult to attribute to a single cause, 
but, like its international counterparts, it is clear that the ultra-
conservative party has masterfully exploited the paradigm of 
tools that have accompanied the development of the digital 
ecosystem.

Being aware of this, it is especially interesting to remember the 
reflections that Sonia Correa introduced during the International 
Forum of Sexual and Reproductive Rights Defenders that we 
organized:

"The attacks of these fundamentalist groups have specific 
objectives, that is to say, they are attacks against specific groups 
and people, but they also have greater objectives, of altering the 
political order (...) Those of us who inhabit these battlefields are 
faced with the double challenge of making visible, measuring and 
responding to the concrete attacks that are being mobilized against 
different subjects, different laws or different issues, without 
forgetting that the hydras we are fighting against drag stormy 
waters of dedemocratization and the restoration of authoritarian 
tendencies".
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This report will delve into the analysis of Hazte Oir and 
CitizenGO, fundamentalist organizations of Spanish origin that 
serve us to illustrate the international connections of these 
groups, their influence on institutional politics and how they 
have made the exploitation of digital media and platforms an 
integral part of their political strategy. The choice of analyzing 
Hazte Oir and CitizenGo is not accidental. First, they are Spanish 
organizations (although CitizenGO has a completely international 
nature), which makes it easier to anchor the discussion in a 
known context. Second, they are organizations that make digital 
strategy a central and fundamental part of their political action. 
Third, a leak in August 2021 allowed Wikileaks to publish 
confidential information about the financing, structure and 
strategy of Hazte Oir, which allows us to use information from a 
fundamentalist group to illustrate the different points we want to 
present.
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CITIZENGO, A CASE
PARADIGMICAL
On August 5, 2021,Wikileaks, the famous platform 
for sharing leaked confidential documents, 
published more than 17,000 documents, dated 
from 2001 to 2017, related to the activities, 
funding, donor records and political strategy of the 
fundamentalist organizations Hazte Oir and 
CitizenGO (Wikileaks, 2021). The leak also includes 
documentation related to Hazte Oir's organization 
in Madrid in 2012 of the World Congress of 
Families. The World Congress of Families 
(hereinafter, WCF) has been described by the
Human Rights Campaign Foundationas one of the 
most influential American organizations involved in 
the export of hate. The CMF is deeply connected to 
a myriad of organizations, foundations, 
personalities, fundamentalist entities and anti-
gender groups around the world, among which we 
can highlight theAlliance
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Defending Freedom, the Center for Family and Human Rights, 
Heartbeat International,the ultra-Catholic groupTradition, 
Family and Property,former US President George W. Bush, the 
Russian Orthodox Church, figures close to the Kremlin or anti-
LGTBIQ+ activists from the African continent (Human Rights 
Campaign, 2014). There are many more, but this collection of 
examples serves to highlight the extent to which the CMF is a 
diverse organization with international ties. In 2013, the CMF 
awarded Ignacio Arsuaga, founder of Hazte Oir and 
CitizenGO, with the “Man of the Year” award for his 
contributions to promoting the values   of the organization. 
The current president of the CMF, Brian Brown, is also part of 
the board of directors of CitizenGO.

The filtration ofWikileaksIt has opened a window into what is 
usually an extremely opaque world, allowing us to take a look 
at some of the dynamics that shape the actions of these small 
groups and obtain first-hand information about their 
operation. The opportunity is unbeatable.

But first... What is Hazte Oir? HazteOir is a fundamentalist and 
anti-DSiR organization founded in 2001 by Ignacio Arsuaga 
with the intention of promoting ultra-conservative values   
and "defending life, family and freedom". It became especially 
famous in 2017 when it launched "the freedom bus", a bus 
covered in slogans against transsexuality that circulated 
through major cities in Spain and that led to the denunciation 
by parliamentary groups and activists alike. It was not the first 
controversial action by Hazte Oir. In 2009, it was one of the 
associations that organized the march for life against the 
abortion law that brought together almost a million people in 
Madrid.

In 2013, HazteOir founded CitizenGO to continue this 
promotion internationally, although both organizations
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The two organizations share a founder, leadership, board 
members and political strategy. CitizenGO has expanded rapidly, 
and currently operates in over 50 countries and has permanent 
offices in 15 cities on 3 different continents. According to 
CitizenGo, its main goal is to foster citizen participation. In its 
statutes, they describe the Internet and information technologies 
as vital tools to achieve this goal (OURs, 2021).

These organizations do not work alone, but are part of a 
transnational network of organizations, individuals and 
parties that seek to impose an anti-DSiR agenda and influence 
policies across the entire institutional spectrum. In Spain, this 
link to the institutional dimension is manifested in Hazte Oir's 
explicit support for VOX, but it goes much further. An 
undercover investigation byOpen Democracyrevealed how the 
leader of Hazte Oir met regularly with Vox leaders to discuss 
political strategy and how members of Hazte Oir jumped into 
national politics through the far-right formation (Público, 
2021).

Regarding transnational networks, CitizenGO does not only 
collaborate with the World Congress of Families, but also maintains 
direct contact with a multitude of fundamentalist organizations and 
groups around the world. Among others, we can highlight its active 
collaboration in Agenda Europe, an informal network that brings 
together more than 350 anti-gender organizations at a European 
level and which is strongly linked to the Polish organizationOrdo 
Iurisand the North AmericanAlliance defending Freedom. Neil Datta, 
secretary of the European Parliamentary Forum for Sexual and 
Reproductive Rights, defines Agenda Europe as an umbrella 
organization for networks of European ultraconservative 
organizations and the European gravitational center of the global 
anti-gender community (Datta, 2021). It also collaborates with the 
fundamentalist European Citizens' InitiativeOne of Us, linked to the 
Holy See, the American Christian Right and
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other religious figures, as well as different European MEPs. 
CurrentlyOne of UsIt is chaired by former interior minister of the 
Popular Party Jaime Mayor Oreja. CitizenGO also has direct links 
with other anti-gender organizations around the world such as
European Center for Law and Justice, Family Watch international 
or the Political Network for Values,of which Arsuaga is a member 
of the board and Jaime Mayor Oreja Honorary President.

There is a key axis without which it is difficult to explain the 
material and logistical capacity of these organizations, and that is 
the question of funding. Tracing the funding of these entities is 
essential to shed light on the opacity that usually characterizes 
the relationships between fundamentalist groups and the 
economic, political, ecclesiastical and aristocratic elites. In this 
sense, the Wikileaks leak is revealing. In a leaked Excel document 
there is a string of names under the label of “major donors”, 
among which we find from the then president of the Corte Inglés 
group, Isidoro Álvarez, to David Álvarez Díez, owner of the Eulen 
group, through aristocrats such as Esther Koplowitz, 
Marchioness of Peñalver and at that time president of Fomento 
de Construcciones y Contratas (FCC), one of the largest 
construction companies in the country. This funding does not 
come only from Spanish territory; Among the documents leaked 
by Wikileaks is a confidential letter in which Ignacio Arsuaga 
communicates directly with the Russian oligarch Konstantin 
Malofeev, close to Vladimir Putin and sanctioned by the US for 
his role as a financier of paramilitary groups active in eastern 
Ukraine, to ask him for 100,000 euros for the establishment of 
CitizenGO (Wikileaks, 2021).

Next, we will review the types of campaigns carried out by 
these organizations and how they make opposition to DSiR an 
integral part of their ideology.
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SAME IDEAS, NEW
MEDIA
The chosen family, life and nation are at the 
epicenter of most discourses of international 
fundamentalist groups. This is a minimal 
backbone, which allows us to encompass most 
discourses in these three categories. These 
categories, which a priori may seem 
ambiguous, are essentially related to the 
exercise of the Sexual and Reproductive Rights 
of women in all their diversity and of the 
LGTBIQ+ population. When fundamentalist 
groups talk about the defense of life, what is 
really being done is condemning exercises of 
bodily sovereignty such as abortion or 
euthanasia. It is no coincidence that most 
groups that fight against abortion do so in the 
name of defending the right to life. The same 
happens with the idea of   family, which is 
completely linked to patriarchy and its 
monolithic way of understanding marriage and 
sexuality, in a heteronormative way and always 
oriented towards reproduction.

Gender, sexuality and family have always 
occupied a very important space within ultra-
conservative groups, and in many cases,

37



FUNDAMENTALIST OFFENSIVE TO DEMOCRACY

they are the cornerstone upon which fascist and 
fundamentalist ideologies are built.

CitizenGO and HazteOir represent a paradigmatic example of 
this phenomenon. Despite being fundamentalist anti-rights 
groups, they emphasize most of their campaigns in all those 
dimensions related mainly to the previously mentioned triad 
and specifically to everything related to Sexual and 
Reproductive Rights, that is: The right to abortion, the defense 
of the traditional family, the opposition to sex education, the 
defense of what they misinterpret as religious freedom, the 
rejection of pro-LGTBIQ+ policies, surrogacy, the defense of 
cultural relativism, etc. Below we will briefly review some of 
the forms, strategies and arguments that articulate their 
campaigns and how these relate to the triad of life, family and 
nation.

Regarding the issue of abortion, CitizenGo has launched 
numerous online petitions, as well as offline actions, to end 
access to abortion in many countries around the world, 
including Spain, Mexico and Italy, but also African countries 
such as Kenya and Nigeria, where CitizenGO has 
representation. Not only that, these attacks also occur within 
United Nations bodies, such as the Commission on the Status 
of Women or the Human Rights Committee. As we have 
mentioned above, there is a clear political intention when 
fundamentalist groups and ultra-conservative governments 
attempt to weaken multilateral systems. The weakening of 
multilateral spaces hinders their ability to act as accountability 
mechanisms and discredits the entire international system on 
which the human rights paradigm is based.

There is another axis that is essential to understanding the type 
of discourse that CitizenGO uses and it is the question of de-
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defense of the right to religious freedom, which they describe as 
being under constant attack by human rights groups and 
international institutions. The intention is to distort the narrative 
and, in the name of defending the right to religious freedom and 
national sovereignty, to attack head-on the exercise of rights 
related to sexuality and gender or the idea of   their universality. 
Not only that, there is a clear intention to redefine the very 
concept of the right to religious freedom in a way that is in 
complete contradiction with how it was initially conceived. The 
aim is to change the subject of this right, suggesting that its 
intention is the protection of religions and not the protection of 
the free exercise of religious beliefs by individuals. It is in this 
ideological context that we can place some of CitizenGO's online 
petitions, such as the request to the British bank Barclays to 
respect "religious freedom" after withdrawing banking services 
from the Christian fundamentalist groupThe Core Issues Trust(
CitizenGO, 2020), which offered conversion therapies for 
homosexuals, or the petition for theSpecial Rapporteurfor 
religious freedom at the UN, Ahmed Shaheed, to stop attacking 
national sovereignty and religious freedom after producing a 
report defending LGT-BIQ+ rights and the right to abortion 
(CitizenGO, 2020).

The instrumentalization of concepts such asfreedomor the
national sovereigntyto attack Sexual and Reproductive Rights is 
especially perverse, as it distorts the meaning of these words to 
adapt them to an agenda of coercion and repression.

Another issue on which much of the discourse of anti-rights 
groups oscillates is the defense of what they describe as the 
traditional or natural family. Behind this defense of the family 
lies the intention to perpetuate heteronormative patriarchal 
dynamics, since what these groups describe as the traditional 
family is nothing more than an attempt to perpetuate traditional 
gender roles and to exclude from the definition of family
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to all those people, such as members of the LGTBIQ+ 
community, who do not fit into these roles. CitizenGO has 
numerous campaigns related to the defense of the traditional 
family and unfortunately some have been effective in 
influencing certain political processes. In 2017, CitizenGO 
celebrated the stopping of a Bill in the Romanian parliament 
that sought to expand the definition of civil union to include 
all types of couples and to provide them with rights similar to 
marriages (which according to the Romanian constitution 
must be between a man and a woman). The arguments used 
by CitizenGo to oppose this bill are interesting to immerse us 
in the fundamentalist ideology and to analyze some of the 
argumentative traps used by these groups. CitizenGO justifies 
its opposition to this law in defense of what they describe as 
the absolute right of children to have a father and a mother in 
their lives. This right is not recognized at any time by the 
Convention on the Rights of the Child (November 20, 1989), 
which precisely specifies in article 2 the obligation to respect 
the rights of children regardless of the sex of their parents 
and which does not mention at any time any right related to 
the type of union between their parents:

1.States Parties shall respect and ensure the rights set 
forth in the present Convention to all children within 
their jurisdiction without discrimination of any kind, 
irrespective of the child's, his or her parents' or legal 
guardian's race, colour, sex, language, religion, political 
or other opinion, national, ethnic or social origin, 
property, disability, birth or other status.

This plot trap is not unique to CitizenGO, but is part of an 
entire strategy launched by extremist groups to weaken the 
international structure of human rights.
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hands through the creation of a new paradigm of alternative 
rights that conform to fundamentalist standards and validate 
their heteropatriarchal, hierarchical, discriminatory and culturally 
relativistic worldview. This is exactly the same case that we have 
seen applied to Vox with the promotion of the Agenda España 
mentioned earlier in this report.

Another attempt to reformulate the human rights framework 
can be found in Vox's attempt to implement the Parental Pin, 
a mechanism that aims to require parents to give express 
authorization for the student to attend classes or workshops 
related to sex education, feminism or gender identity. This 
measure is justified in the defense of what they describe as 
Parental Rights, a category of rights that has no support in 
current human rights conventions and that therefore cannot 
be, for example, above rights such as the right to education, 
recognized in article 28 of the Convention on the Rights of the 
Child.

The main axes of fundamentalist discourse are not new, since 
they are issues on which most anti-rights groups have 
typically oscillated. The relative success of fundamentalist 
campaigns in recent years, as well as the political success 
cultivated at an institutional level, is difficult to attribute solely 
to a discursive novelty or the inclusion of certain previously 
forgotten issues. We must go further and analyze the role of 
cyberspace in the expansion and internationalization of 
fundamentalism. One thing is clear: no group has integrated 
the new paradigm of media, tools and platforms that has 
accompanied the development of the digital world as 
effectively as extremist groups.
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HOW IS FUNDAMENTALISM 
RELATED TO
THE DIGITAL ECOSYSTEM?

Continuing with the idea we have just 
introduced, any attempt to explain the relative 
success of the different anti-DSiR campaigns or 
the transnationalization of extremist movements 
forces us to make a mandatory stop to analyze 
the relationship of these groups with the digital 
ecosystem. From the domain of the use of tools 
such asFake newsor disinformation, up to the 
intensive use ofmemesor the integration of 
social networks andviralityAs fundamental pillars 
of digital political strategy, few political 
movements have been able to assimilate the new 
paradigm of media, tools and platforms that 
accompany the Internet in such an essential way 
as fundamentalist movements.

It is difficult to explain the full reason for this 
relationship. It is a constantly evolving issue, 
closely linked to the constant development of 
the digital medium itself. On the one hand, we 
find that there are three structural 
characteristics of the network that make it a
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a particularly attractive space for extremism in general and 
fundamentalism in particular (Caiani & Kröll, 2014).

• The Internet, by its very nature, facilitates the creation of 
transnational networks to share and transmit information. 
This allows cooperation and communication between groups 
and facilitates the processes of internationalization of the 
phenomenon of fundamentalism. Furthermore, it reduces 
communication costs, which considerably facilitates 
mobilization processes and the ability to organize local and 
international events.

• It allows individuals with similar ideologies to connect 
easily, which facilitates the creation of virtual identities 
and communities that end up becoming echo chambers, 
that is, spaces where the same ideas are repeated and 
amplified without tolerance for ideological divergence.

• The very decentralized nature of the network favors models of 
interaction without leaders, opaque and anonymous, making 
it difficult to establish hierarchies and facilitating the 
coexistence of different centers of influence. This is especially 
worrying when it comes to designing policies to combat the 
phenomenon; Metaphorically, and recalling the testimony of 
Sonia Correa, online fundamentalism adopts a role similar to 
that ofthe Hydra of Lernafrom classical literature, from which 
two heads grew every time one was beheaded.

Social networks
On the other hand, any attempt to contextualize the phenomenon 
would be incomplete without mentioning the central and 
fundamental role played by social networks and large Internet 
platforms. The centrality of these platforms in the ecosystem
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digital positions them as the main link between the obscure 
niche communities that we can find on the net and the 
general user. It goes further. Numerous studies have found 
that it is not only their position within the ecosystem that 
benefits the expansion of extremism, but that we are facing a 
structural phenomenon deeply linked to some of the integral 
functions of these platforms (Conway, 2020). The best-known 
example is the role of the algorithm, which offers 
personalized content depending on the history of visits and 
likesof the user to try to ensure maximum participation and 
therefore the economic benefit of the platform. This ends up 
immersing the user in a continuum of similar news, isolating 
them from divergent information and creating an echo 
chamber around each cybernaut. Perhaps the most extreme 
case of the use of the algorithm to influence user opinions, 
which serves to illustrate the destructive potential of these 
apparently innocuous functions, can be found in what is 
known as the scandal ofCambridge Analytica.In 2018 it came 
to light that the British political consulting firm Cambridge 
Analytica, of which Steve Bannon had been vice president, had 
used the personal data of more than 87 million Facebook 
users to offer individually personalized content and 
advertising (what in marketing jargon is calledMicrotargeting) 
to try to influence the 2016 American presidential election in 
favor of Donald Trump and also during the Brexit referendum 
in favor of the LeaveThis is a paradigmatic example that 
allows us to illustrate the extent to which the functionalities of 
social networks can be exploited to influence certain political 
processes and how these have been integrated as essential 
tools in political communication, but there are many more. 
Below we will mention other examples that allow us to 
illustrate this problem.

• Facebook revealed how more than a million was invested 
during the 2018 referendum on abortion in Ireland
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of euros in advertising campaigns, by more than 350 
different groups, with the intention of trying to influence 
the results of the referendum. In many cases, these 
propaganda campaigns had an origin outside the Irish 
territory. Due to the dimension of the problem, 
Facebook had to end up banning all advertising related 
to the referendum with an origin that was not domestic 
(Privacy International, 2020).

• A study of theInstitute for Strategic Dialogue (2021),one 
Think Tankdedicated to defending human rights and 
reversing the rising tide of polarization, extremism, and 
disinformation around the world, has observed how, for 
example, Amazon's book recommendation algorithm 
redirects Internet users towards extremist content; once 
you have consulted a book with this type of content, the 
algorithm will automatically begin to recommend 
publications with similar content.

• The Observatory of Sexuality and Politics published a 
report in 2020 that found how, within the framework of 
the legislative debate to legalize abortion in Argentina in 
2018, anti-rights groups linked to evangelical groups 
began a WhatsApp campaign against sex education and 
what they define as “gender ideology.” These messages 
were circulated especially among WhatsApp groups of 
mothers, and were accompanied by audios detailing 
intentionally false information about the content of sex 
education classes.

It would not be fair to mention the role of large digital platforms 
without acknowledging some of the advances that are being 
implemented to combat extremism. Reinforcements in the 
moderation capacity of platforms, demonetization of media and 
channels, the use of artificial intelligence to automatically 
remove extremist content or reinforcements in the trans-
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The same applies to advertising campaigns, which are examples 
of measures that have been implemented in recent years, 
following strong social and institutional pressure. However, 
these measures have proven to be ineffective in many cases. The 
reasons for this lack of effectiveness are various, but we can 
mainly divide them into four (Conway, 2020):

• The online far right is not a closed or delimited group. On 
the contrary, it is a diffuse and constantly evolving 
constellation of individuals, collectives, small groups, 
political parties and media outlets that support a nebula 
of ideologies ranging from National Socialism toalt-right
, including fascism, supremacism or Christian 
fundamentalism. This makes it difficult to establish 
automatic removal processes or create standard criteria 
that allow identifying extremist content. Unlike what 
happened when the major platforms put an end to the 
propaganda of the Islamic State, which flooded social 
networks during the period of the terrorist group's rise, 
the far right in most cases does not generate content 
under a "brand" or in the name of a collective.

• The expansion of what is known in political jargon as the 
Overton Window, that is, the range of ideas that are 
tolerated in public discourse at a given time. The 
adoption of extremist discourse by the media, political 
parties, or even heads of state helps to normalize it and 
moves it from the dark corners of the internet to the 
open spaces.mainstreamThis normalization not only 
implies visibility, but also places anti-rights ideologies on 
the same level as ideologies that are based on the 
guarantee of human rights.

• Extremist content generates visits, interactions and 
economic profit. Since most digital platforms obtain 
their income through advertising,
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As mentioned, they are interested in benefiting from 
viral content that generates high levels of interaction 
between platform users. This causes inconsistencies in 
the way these platforms moderate, relaxing standards 
depending on how lucrative the content is.

• The vast majority of digital platforms and social networks, 
from the mostmainstreameven the most minority ones, are 
American. The issue of freedom of expression is fundamental 
to understanding American political idiosyncrasy. The first 
amendment of the American constitution protects even some 
of the most extreme forms of hate speech and guarantees 
the right to freedom of expression by extremist groups. This 
extreme permissiveness is unique to the American case, and 
hinders the ability of these platforms to take action without 
the debate being reformulated as a matter between 
censorship vs. freedom of expression. In any case, the debate 
on the balance between freedom of expression and the need 
for moderation of social networks is complex and deep. It is 
not the intention of this publication to rethink the 
assumptions of this debate, but to make it visible, since it is 
taking place and is far from being closed.

Social media regulations, while failing to eliminate extremist 
content from platforms, have made it more difficult to access 
the most extreme forms. Extremist users, however, have not 
disappeared. In many cases, they have moved to alternative 
platforms that have emerged in an attempt to capitalize on all 
these migrations of users who are no longer on social media.
mainstreama space where you can express your ideas. This is 
the case of the social network Talk,which gained prominence 
in response to the shutdown of Donald Trump's Twitter 
account orGab, created in 2016 and currently considered the 
most important platform in theAlt-rightAll these platforms 
and pages
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Alternative websites with a strong link to extremism are known 
asHigh-tech, in clear reference to the type of ideology they 
embrace.

Forums
There are other types of platforms that are not social 
networks, but which also occupy an important position within 
the digital ecosystem of extremism. This is the case of forums 
andImage boards. Forums, which are often organized around 
communities of interest, are perfect spaces for extremist 
propaganda. They are discussion spaces, where it is usually 
not necessary to reveal any identity to participate. Worldwide, 
probably the most important forum isReddit. To understand 
how extremist movements exactly exploit the functionalities 
ofReddit, first we need to explain how it works.Redditis a 
forum that is defined as a social news aggregator. It is 
organized around niche communities calledsubredditsand 
that can be created on demand by users. There are tens of 
thousands of communities inReddit covering topics ranging 
from superheroes to geopolitics. Users can create posts in 
these communities and also vote and participate in other 
posts. The most voted posts across allsubreddits appear in the
front page,a common space between all users. Currently
RedditIt is the fifth most visited website in the US and the 
twentieth in the world, with an average of almost 400 million 
active users each month.Reddithas always been quite tolerant 
of different topics of discussion as long as they do not incite 
violence. This tolerance led to extremist users grouping 
aroundsubredditsrelated. Perhaps the most famous of all was 
theSubreddit r/The_Donald, where users could discuss all 
those topics related to the presidency of Donald Trump. This
subredditmanaged to accumulate almost 700,000 users and 
quickly became a point of
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convergence of extremists, the Alt-right, white supremacists, 
misogynists, anti-gender, etc. These users organized 
themselves to exploit the functionalities ofRedditand vote on 
many selected publications to reach thefront pageand 
therefore to all users of the website. The administration of
Redditended up closingr/The_Donaldin June 2020, but the 
more than 700,000 users did not disappear. Many were 
diluted among othersubreddits,most without an identifiable 
political bent, and others moved to Thedonald.win, a replica 
website of thesubredditwhich is currently blocked. From here, 
the trail of what was once one of the most important 
extremist communities on the web becomes almost 
impossible to follow.

Regarding Spanish-language content, perhaps the most 
important forums in terms of promoting extremist content 
are Forocoches on the one hand and Burbuja.info on the 
other. Forocoches is an invitation-only forum with currently 
850,000 registered users, although a large proportion are not 
active users. Burbuja.info, on the other hand, has open 
registration and currently has over 160,000 registered users. 
The literature on these two platforms is extremely limited and 
it is difficult to truly assess the influence of these forums 
within themanosphereSpanish-speaking extremist.

Image boards
As for theimageboards,This is a type of particular forum, 
based on images and characterized by the speed with which 
content appears and disappears, the division of its subforums 
by categories of interests and the anonymous format of its 
publications (no registration required). There are many, but 
perhaps the most relevant are undoubtedly all those
imageboardsknown asSongsOf theChances,the most famous
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they are4chan, 8chanor8kunWithin the sphere of Spanish we can 
also findHispachan.

It is a set of websites that form an opaque ecosystem, with a 
particular subculture and that represent the antithesis of 
traditional social networks. This subculture is characterized, 
above all, by the intensive use of memes and a common 
symbology linked between these forums, regardless of their 
origin or the language they use. It is important to mention 
that this subculture is not representative of a specific group or 
organization, but is formed by a whole amalgam of individuals 
and movements with various ideologies. This lack of definition 
is fundamental to understanding the success of these 
platforms.

The importance of theseimageboardswe can illustrate it with a 
couple of examples. The conspiracy movementQanon, creator 
of conspiracy theories such asPizzagate,and one of the groups 
behind the assault on the US Capitol in January 2021, emerged 
in 2014 in4chanThe terrorists in El Paso, Christchurch and 
Halle shared their manifestos, full of references to the 
subculture of these forums, along with the web addresses of 
platforms.streaming,where users could follow the commission 
of these attacks live, in theimageboards. The connection of 
these forums with far-right extremism is not only based on 
their direct link to the commission of terrorist attacks or the 
widespread support of these communities for this type of 
action. These forums are also hubs for the generation of 
memes, which under the guise of humor and pop culture 
introduce, normalize and internationalize fundamentalist 
narratives. Despite the importance of these platforms, 
academic studies are very limited, and the analysis of their 
interactions and real relevance is almost non-existent (Baele 
et al., 2021).
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CASE STUDY: CHAN CULTURE, MEMS AND TERRORISM.

In 2019, Brenton Tarrant, a 28-year-old Australian, entered the Al-Noor 
Mosque and the Linwood Islamic Center in Christchurch, New Zealand, 
and killed 51 people. The entire attack was broadcast live on Facebook. 
Before starting, the terrorist uploaded a manifesto to 8chan with the 
title The Great Replacement. The title of the manifesto reminds us of 
one of the favorite conspiracy theories of extremist groups. According 
to this theory, the Great Replacement is a phenomenon that is being 
driven by the economic, political and cultural elites, to replace the white 
Western population with a migrant population of Muslim religion. This 
theory has its origins in France, by the author Renaud Camus, and has 
quickly been integrated into the ideology of almost all Western 
extremist and identitarian movements. It is strongly related to theories 
such as White Genocide and has inspired accelerationist ideologies and 
white supremacism. The manifesto was obtuse and combined an 
ideological self-description with a series of poorly founded and 
completely distorted theoretical positions. The author showed great 
concern about the decline in the birth rate in the West and the loss of 
traditional family values. In addition, it was full of memes, conspiracy 
theories and references to the idiosyncrasy of 8chan itself. The 
intention of the manifesto was probably not to make known the causes 
of the attack, but to feed back and incite similar characters to commit 
similar acts. This instigation worked. The terrorists in El Paso and Halle, 
in Germany, followed a similar modus operandi a few months later. 
Both broadcast their attacks live and uploaded their manifestos to 
Chan forums. The manifestos of these two terrorists were also full of 
memes, conspiracy theories and recurring ideas of the Alt-right 
ideology. For example, the Halle terrorist declared himself an anti-
Semite and blamed feminist movements for the decline in the birth rate 
and mass immigration to the West. Conspiracy theories such as the 
Great Replacement, which gave its name to the Christchurch terrorist's 
manifesto, are today defended by parties, political representatives and 
extremist and fundamentalist groups around the world. In Spain, the 
ultra-conservative Vox party has flirted with this conspiracy theory 
numerous times. In a tweet on October 19, 2021, Vox, in response to a 
news item mentioning the facilitation of residence permits for 
unaccompanied foreign minors, ironically wondered if population 
replacement was a crazy theory (Vox, 2021).
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We have just done a brief review of the different platforms 
and websites that make up the constellation of digital 
extremism. The picture, therefore, is not complete. We have 
seen where, that is, what are the digital media and spaces that 
extremism uses and where it develops digitally. Regardless of 
these media, it is important to stop and analyze what is the 
digital strategy that is used; what resources and mechanisms 
are used systematically; how exactly they manage to give 
visibility to their ideas and how they attack Sexual and 
Reproductive Rights using a series of specific tools. In short, 
we need to see how.
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WHAT MECHANISMS
USE
MAINLY
THESE GROUPS?
Covid-19 has put at the center of the political 
debate phenomena of such relevance as 
disinformation, conspiracy theories orFake News. 
Until now, it was difficult to quantify the real 
scope of these problems and a large part of the 
public was completely unaware of the existence 
of these phenomena. This reflection is incorrect 
today, since almost everyone has a relationship 
with someone who believes in some conspiracy 
theory or, at least, has seen to what extent they 
can become a problem in the right context. Let's 
not fool ourselves. Although they may seem to 
be concepts limited to Covid-19, the far right has 
been using them systematically for years and 
with strong consequences for the political and 
social development of many societies.

So far we have looked at the international media 
ecosystem, that is, this entire web of platforms, 
forums, websites and social networks through 
which extremist narratives flow and which is 
essential to understanding the
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transnational expert on the phenomenon. It is therefore necessary 
to go further and analyze, to the extent possible, what the strategy 
has been, what the tools are or how these resources are used.

Disinformation
We can define disinformation as false information created 
with the intention of confusing and influencing public opinion 
on a given issue. It is a constantly evolving threat that 
requires continuous efforts to delimit it. The actors behind 
disinformation campaigns are diverse. On the one hand, we 
can find States. The European Commission has identified 
almost 30 States around the world that use disinformation 
systematically to influence international phenomena but also 
to influence internal narratives (European Commission, 2018). 
Of this group of States, the European Commission highlights 
Russia, but we can also highlight Jair Bolsonaro's Brazil or the 
ultra-conservative governments of Poland and Paraguay. 
States are not the only actors that systematically use 
disinformation. Parties, small groups and non-governmental 
organizations also use it regularly with the intention of 
influencing political processes or manipulating public opinion.

Measuring the impact of disinformation in influencing public 
behavior or political processes is an academically pending 
issue. Empirical quantification of the effects of disinformation 
has proven so elusive that some academics compare it to 
“hunting for unicorns.” Nevertheless, we can note some of the 
consequences of disinformation and illustrate the 
phenomenon through a series of examples.

Everything related to the exercise of Sexual and Reproductive 
Rights is constantly under attack by fundamentalist groups. 
These attacks often consist of direct
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in authentic disinformation campaigns organized 
transnationally, which are carried out in a multitude of 
countries simultaneously.

Investigationsby OpenDemocracy(June 04, 2021) have noted 
how transnational networks of crisis pregnancy centers exist(
Crisis Pregnancy Centers), related to the North American 
associationHeartbeat Internationalwho are systematically 
engaged in spreading false information related to abortion. 
Some examples of this false information are:

• Abortion increases the risks of cancer or mental illness

• Contraceptive methods are not effective in preventing 
pregnancy
• Abortion increases the proportion of women who abuse 

their children
• Abortion can turn a woman's partner into a homosexual

A more specific example of how harmful disinformation 
campaigns related to Sexual and Reproductive Rights can be 
can be found in another campaign launched byHeartbeat 
Internationalabout what is known as the abortion reversal pill 
(ARP). Another investigation byOpenDemocracy noted how 
many doctors around the world, linked to this fundamentalist 
Christian organization, are dedicated to prescribing this 
treatment. APR is a scientifically unproven procedure that in 
theory would be able to reverse a pharmacological abortion 
through the use of high doses of the hormone progesterone. 
Currently, there is no scientific study that demonstrates that 
this treatment is functional or not.
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directly affects women's health. In fact, the only medical trial 
related to this treatment had to be interrupted in 2019 after a 
large number of participants were admitted to the hospital 
with severe vaginal bleeding. However, APR continues to be 
prescribed around the world, including in Spain (Open 
Democracy, 2021).

These disinformation campaigns are not just an attack on the 
right to abortion or Sexual and Reproductive Rights but must 
be seen as a frontal attack on the right to health. Without 
access to truthful and scientifically proven information, the 
quality of treatment is compromised.

Other times the phenomenon of disinformation takes on another 
form, more subtle and difficult to track. This is the case of 
conspiracy theories, which have gained particular relevance as a 
result of COVID-19. There are a few related to Sexual and 
Reproductive Rights, but perhaps the mostmainstreamare all 
those related to what is known as “gender ideology”. According 
to these conspiracies, all those theories and studies related to 
gender have as their objective the destabilization and 
subsequent destruction of societies around the world. This 
destruction would be carried out through the weakening of 
traditional concepts of family or traditional gender roles. The 
exact origin of this theory is vague. The first mentions of the 
concept “gender ideology” can be found in the debates that 
arose in the Vatican and more specifically in the development of 
a whole series of counter-narratives in response to the 
recognition of Sexual and Reproductive Rights as human rights 
within the framework of the 1994 Conference on Population and 
Development in Cairo and the 1995 World Conference on 
Women in Beijing. The discourse against “gender ideology” has 
been adopted by numerous political representatives, 
fundamentalist groups and by a multitude of Christian 
personalities and groups around the world.
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A clear example of the extent to which conspiracy theories 
related to “gender ideology” have the capacity to mobilize the 
population and to influence political processes can be found in 
the campaigns against sex education that took place throughout 
Latin America and Europe under the slogan “With my children, 
don't get involved”. This is a political movement that can be 
found in virtually all countries in Latin America and many of 
those in the European Union which, under the pretext of fighting 
“gender ideology”, attacks head-on the exercise of Sexual and 
Reproductive Rights in general and sex education in particular. 
The Parental Pin, which parties such as Vox and the PP have 
defended numerous times in the Spanish State, or the attacks on 
sex education in theDemonstration for all in France, they drink 
from the same instrumentalization of conspiracy theories against 
“gender ideology”.

From the "resistance" to what these theories postulate, LGTBIQ+ 
free zones are born in Poland, presidents like Jair Bolsonaro are 
elected, the Plebiscite for Peace in Colombia is rejected, or 
attempts are made to end sexuality education in schools.

Regardless of the concrete and political consequences of the 
spread of certain conspiracy theories or disinformation 
campaigns, there are also structural consequences associated 
with these phenomena (Marwick & Lewis, 2017).

First, radicalization. Extremism is expanding in a verifiable way, 
especially among young people and through the digital space. 
Disinformation and conspiracy theories capitalize on 
dissatisfaction and misunderstanding about certain phenomena 
and channel it into extremist postulates. We cannot isolate this 
phenomenon from the global socio-economic situation. 
Inequality is increasing in almost all countries in the world. The 
welfare states, which had been responsible for
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of guaranteeing a social cushion in Europe, are being 
dismantled and cut back. International institutions, 
responsible for supporting the entire human rights system, 
are being captured by corporations and particular interests. It 
is from this context of questioning traditional political 
institutions and structures that conspiracy theories emerge.

Secondly, a growing distrust of traditional media. Trust in the 
media is currently at an all-time low. This lack of trust is even 
more pronounced among young people, who consider it 
biased and at the service of particular interests. The 
consequences of distrust in the media are significant. People 
who distrust traditional media tend to consume alternative 
information, often unverified. This feeds back into the 
phenomenon of disinformation, weakens the political 
knowledge of citizens, makes it impossible for them to act as 
controllers of political leaders and, ultimately, prevents the full 
exercise of democracy.

Computational propaganda
Computational propaganda has been described as the malicious use of 
algorithms,Big data, automation and other digital tools with the 
purpose of influencing certain political processes and distributing 
misleading information in the digital medium (European Parliament, 
2018). The concept of computational propaganda therefore places the 
emphasis on digital tools and not so much on the ultimate goal, that is, 
disinformation or political influence.

There are many digital tools, but perhaps some of those most 
related to the attack on Sexual and Reproductive Rights and 
the expansion of extremist narratives and ideas are bots, 
websitesHoneypotsand those known as troll farms.
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Boats

Bots are automated accounts programmed to interact as if 
they were a human user. The Wordboathas its origin in the 
Czech word Robot. Therefore, when we talk about bots we are 
referring to robots designed to perform their functions in the 
digital ecosystem. Bots are used regularly by a multitude of 
actors and for a multitude of purposes, but they are especially 
harmful when they are used with the intention of promoting 
certain narratives, amplifying false messages or distorting 
online discourse. There are many studies that have found the 
systematic use of bots and automated networks in an 
electoral context. For example, a study byInstitute for 
Strategic Dialogue, which analyzed the phenomenon of 
disinformation in the context of the 2019 European 
Parliament elections, found that in Spain there was a network 
of almost 3,000 Twitter accounts, many of which are 
suspected of being bots, dedicated to promoting anti-
immigration, anti-gender and pro-Vox propaganda. The 
research, which was carried out in collaboration with the 
newspaper El País, found that many of these accounts 
originated in Venezuela and had previously been used to 
generate content against the Venezuelan regime. The 
network published up to 152,000 in 2019tweetsper day 
spreading disinformation related to Muslim immigration. For 
example, a video of riots in a city in Algeria was spread by 
pretending to be a neighborhood in France. This video was 
shared by both the network of accounts and the official Vox 
account. To further highlight the relationship of this network 
of bots and automatic processes with the Vox political party, 
the ISD counted how these accounts published almost 4.4 
million tweets between April 23, 2018 and April 23, 2019 
mentioning the Vox political party. During the same period, 
Santiago Abascal, leader of the party, was mentioned 
approximately 460,000 times (Open Democracy, 2021).
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The removal and suspension of these types of accounts is 
consistent but insufficient. Twitter removed 70 million bot 
accounts between May and June 2018 alone. In an attempt to 
combat botsFake News, Facebook removed 583 million during 
the first quarter of 2018. The future prospects are 
discouraging, as increased technological development makes 
it increasingly difficult to differentiate between accounts 
controlled by humans and those controlled by bots, which 
prevents their differentiation and removal.

WebsitesHoneypot

Within digital jargon, the concept is usedHoneypot(Honeypot, 
in Catalan) to describe a computer security tool that is 
intended to be the target of a cyberattack, acting as a trap or 
bait. The intention of aHoneypotis to appear as relevant and 
legitimate information that could be of value to the attacker, 
so that once the attacker decides to carry out the attack, the 
system is able to isolate it, monitor it, analyze it and even 
block it. The phenomenon ofHoneypotsalso has its 
counterpart in the form of websites. For example, in the 
context of the anti-jihadist struggle, intelligence services often 
use websites that act as decoys to intercept people in the 
process of radicalization or who are looking for information to 
commit attacks. These websites have an aesthetic and content 
extremely similar to a typical jihadist website, but they are 
dedicated to systematically capturing the data of the users 
who visit them and reporting them to the security services. 
This phenomenon, which we could consider limited to the 
world of cybersecurity, is beginning to be widely used by anti-
abortion organizations.

Researchers from the newspaper El País and the organization
OpenDemocracy(June 04, 2021) confirmed the existence of a Latin 
American network of centers affiliated with the organizationHeartbeat 
Internationalthat promote themselves on the Internet as organizations
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feminists who offer advice and help to access abortion. These 
websites, which have names like www.interrumpir-
embarazo.com, redirect users looking for information about 
abortion to people or centers that seek to persuade them to 
continue with their pregnancy. The strategies that these 
centers use to try to convince the women they capture are 
diverse: They offer false information about the consequences 
of abortion, temporary accommodation while the pregnancy 
is taking place or they offer to process an adoption process 
for the future child outside of legal institutions.

Troll farms
Before delving into the phenomenon of troll farms, we must 
define what exactly a troll is. The concept of a troll has been 
linked from the beginning to the development of the Internet 
itself. Originally, a troll was someone who systematically 
dedicated himself to provoking other users without a specific 
identifiable purpose. The word troll itself, which has its origin 
in Scandinavian folklore and refers to a mythological creature 
that lives in caves, is unpleasant and must avoid sunlight if it 
does not want to turn into stone, was chosen precisely 
because it reflects the asocial nature of users linked to this 
type of behavior. Currently, this definition has a more political 
nature and the concept of a troll is linked to the harassment 
of other users and the generation of controversial and divisive 
content. There are 3 characteristics that define the know-how
of a large part of today's trolls (Marwick & Lewis, 2017).

• The deliberate and political use of offensive language.

• The intention to generate a negative emotional response 
in other users.

• Ambiguity as a political strategy. In this sense, it is 
interesting to introduce what is known within the jargon
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digital like Poe's law, which postulates that without a clear 
indication of the author's intention it is impossible to 
discern the difference between a sincere expression of an 
extremist idea or a parody of it, which often confuses the 
user with whom they are interacting.

Troll farms are, therefore, groups of trolls organized for a 
purpose that goes beyond pure provocation. In many cases, 
these troll groups are sponsored by states, as could be the 
case of the Russian Internet Research Agency, linked to the 
digital defense of the Kremlin's policies or with the 
accusations of Russian interference in the 2016 American 
presidential election, in which Donald Trump was elected. In 
other cases, it is difficult to identify exactly who is behind 
these organized groups or what their objectives are. This is, of 
course, an extremely opaque world, and studies on the 
importance and influence of these farms are still quite limited.

However, the following study can serve to illustrate the extent 
to which these farms have influence within the digital 
ecosystem. TheMIT Technology Reviewpublished a study in 
mid-September 2021 in which it found that, in the US, 9 of the 
10 most followed Facebook pages related to Christianity were 
in fact created and controlled by troll farms. The origin of 
these farms is diverse, but they are especially concentrated in 
Eastern Europe and Macedonia and Kosovo, in particular. 
Collectively, these pages reach an estimated audience of 
almost 75 million users per month. Going further, the study 
also found that the majority of this audience were not 
followers of these pages and had not even given themlike, but 
rather that Facebook's algorithm, which seeks to increase 
interaction through all means, had redirected them towards 
this type of content.

64



DSiR defenders confronting anti-gender groups and policies

The issue of trolls helps us connect with what is perhaps one 
of the cruelest mechanisms of the extremist apparatus; hate 
speech.

Hate speech
There are different definitions of what is meant by hate speech. 
Some authors define it as biased, hostile and malicious rhetoric 
that targets a person or group and is motivated by innate or 
current characteristics of the recipient subject. Other authors 
describe it as an attempt to vandalize the identity of a third party 
in such a way that their own legitimacy and humanity are 
questioned. There are definitions that, in addition, emphasize 
the fact that hate speech reinforces the feeling of belonging to a 
group by generating the illusion of an adversary or an 
antagonistic group. Other definitions, perhaps more pragmatic, 
consider hate speech to be anything that incites and promotes 
violence (Karunungan, 2020).

What is clear is that the emergence of the Internet has 
facilitated the dissemination of hate speech and has led to the 
creation of communities around hate groups. Victims are 
usually attacked for their skin color, physical appearance, 
sexual orientation, gender, ideology or economic class. Public 
figures can also be victims of campaigns related to hate 
speech. In this sense, feminist activists with a presence on the 
networks have extensive experience in dealing with digital 
harassment. Activist Irantzu Varela had to endure (and still 
endures) digital harassment for months, including the leakage 
of her personal data and her telephone number. This digital 
harassment sometimes acts as a catalyst and ends up 
crossing the virtual barrier and becoming physical 
harassment. In the case of Irantzu Varela, she ended up 
receiving graffiti in her home and being attacked by a 
neighbor.

65



FUNDAMENTALIST OFFENSIVE TO DEMOCRACY

The consequences of being exposed to hate speech are 
particularly damaging to political pluralism, as it is used to 
intimidate and censor certain groups. However, there are even 
more serious and profound consequences. While it is difficult to 
empirically prove the relationship between hate speech and hate 
crimes, different studies have shown that hate speech can 
motivate both hate crimes and extremist terrorism. The reasons 
for this are unclear, but hate speech facilitates a narrative and a 
community that fosters the radicalization of individuals and 
indoctrinates them into an exclusionary worldview where 
violence against minorities can be justified to achieve a greater 
common good.

We cannot talk about hate speech without mentioning what is 
perhaps one of the most important tools for transnationalizing 
extremist narratives in the digital ecosystem: memes.

Memes

Biologist Richard Dawkins created and defined the concept of 
memein 1976, making a cultural analogy with genes. 
According to Dawkins, memes are cultural phenomena that, 
like genes, self-replicate, mutate, respond to external stimuli, 
and serve to transmit information. In the digital context, a 
meme is a basic unit of cultural transmission that usually 
conveys a message through humor and the use of textual and 
visual resources. They are usually anonymous, untraceable, 
and highly modifiable.

Memes are particularly important within the online culture of 
extremism, as they introduce and disseminate narratives under the 
umbrella of humor. Without an analysis of the content, origin, and 
methods of propagation of memes, it is almost impossible to 
understand the phenomenon of the transnationalization of narratives.
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extremists or the creation of international communities of like-minded 
individuals.

There are a series of phenomena that are deeply linked to the 
relationship between memes and extremist phenomena 
(Pettis, 2018).

• Memes facilitate the creation of a group feeling, as they 
are most often full of self-references and are almost 
unintelligible if one does not have significant experience 
within extremist ecosystems. Let us recall the idea 
introduced earlier: ambiguity and obtuseness are key 
characteristics of most extremist memes.

• The narratives introduced with memes expand the 
previously mentioned Overton window and, through 
humor and seemingly innocent images, filter extremist 
ideas into society as a whole and normalize them.

• Far-right memes also have a very important radicalizing 
potential, as they present violence and offensive content 
as a transgressive and almost countercultural 
phenomenon. It is no coincidence that the manifestos of 
the terrorists in Christchurch, El Paso or Halle were a 
continuum of memes and self-references to extremist 
digital culture.

There are many memes linked to extremism and 
fundamentalism, but perhaps the most paradigmatic and 
significant is Pepe the Frog. Pepe the Frog was born in 2005 in 
the context of a comic calledBoys Club,but it wasn't until 2008 
that it began to be actively used as a meme4chanBy 2015 it 
was already one of the most popular memes on the Internet 
in general and onchanin particular. A priori it was not linked 
to extremist content, but that changed when Donald Trump 
used it in one of his
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tweetsin 2015. From that moment on, Pepe the Frog began to 
be deeply related to a multitude of Alt-right groups and 
became a symbol of the far right, to the point that theAnti-
Defamation LeagueAmerican classified it as a symbol of hate. 
The Pepe frog quickly circulated on the internet and became 
an international symbol of all those sympathetic to Donald 
Trump's policies. To illustrate the extent to which the Pepe 
frog represents an example of the transnationalization of 
extremist narratives, we can use the case of Vox again. On 
June 2, 2021, Manuel Mariscal, a deputy for Vox, in an attempt 
to denounce what they classify as leftist indoctrination, 
revealed an image of the Pepe frog in Congress and described 
it as a “symbol for thousands of young people” (Pérez, 2021).

From left to right. The original Pepe the Frog, The Pepe the Frog impersonating Donald Trump (which 
he himself posted on his Twitter) and the Pepe the Frog impersonating Santiago Abascal

The example is paradigmatic. Establishing links between 
specific organizations or particular narratives is empirically 
more difficult than it may seem at first glance. The fact that 
fundamentalist organizations, parties, and groups use the 
same types of memes, narratives, conspiracy theories, and 
disinformation strategies is perhaps one of the most 
important pieces of evidence we have that these groups are 
deeply interconnected.

68



CONCLUSIONS
Perhaps the most important conclusion we can 
draw from the contextualization and analysis 
of fundamentalism at the international level is 
the realization of the complexity of the 
phenomenon. We are faced with a 
transnationalized threat. An international 
family of fundamentalist organizations and 
parties, which, although certainly not explicitly 
recognizing these links, replicate the same 
arguments and the same strategies in their 
national realities. What we see today in the 
Spanish State, the harassment of abortion 
clinics and the attacks on sex education, DSiR 
and LGTBIQ+ rights, is not a genuine and 
localized problem, but the local adaptation of 
narratives that we can find virtually in almost 
all countries in Europe and America.

This threat, moreover, is increasingly diffuse. 
There is an increasingly evident overlap 
between the different families of what we can 
consider as far-right extremism. Racist, fascist, 
supremacist, anti-feminist and anti-gender 
groups act in the same spaces and defend the 
same ideas. In fact, probably the axis that 
allows us to unite all these groups is precisely 
the opposition and the attack
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to Sexual and Reproductive Rights. Therefore, any attempt to 
contextualize the threat must take into account its 
intersectional nature.

These are not the only relevant characteristics of contemporary 
fundamentalism. A recurring theme throughout the publication, 
and which cannot be missing from the conclusions, is the idea that 
few movements have been able to exploit the paradigm of new 
media, tools and discourses that have accompanied digitalization as 
fundamentalist groups have. The integration of social networks, the 
use of memes and computational propaganda, the systematic 
dissemination ofFake Newsor the instrumentalization of conspiracy 
theories are paradigmatic examples of this phenomenon. We 
cannot attribute the success of fundamentalism solely to these 
factors, but it is important to mention them and give them the 
importance they deserve.

What is necessary is to claim that feminist entities and groups 
defending Sexual and Reproductive Rights around the world have 
been suffering attacks from fundamentalist, anti-rights and anti-
gender groups for decades. This fact has marked our agenda and 
forced us to allocate the few resources we have to protect 
ourselves, but at the same time, we have been able to generate 
knowledge, analysis and strategies to confront this offensive and 
continue to advance the recognition of DSiR at a local and global 
level.

As the United Nations Special Rapporteur on cultural rights, 
Karima Bennoune, points out in her 2017 report:

• Women's human rights defenders are part of the 
solution to fundamentalism.
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• Women human rights defenders have been leaders for 
decades in confronting these problems, often sounding 
the alarm, before anyone else, about the warning signs 
of fundamentalism.

• We human rights defenders have the specialized 
knowledge and we must be present in all deliberations 
on policies and programs related to the fight against 
fundamentalism.

• We call for women defenders to receive the resources 
and visibility we need.

Women human rights defenders have been at the forefront of 
the fight against fundamentalism and extremism for decades, 
and our concerns have never received enough attention from 
governments, international organizations, or the international 
human rights movement. We have urged attention to the 
“warning signs of fundamentalism” such as the rise in violence 
against women, obvious phenomena that have often been 
ignored in the name of national and religious unity.

As we have said before, the fundamentalist offensive against 
Sexual and Reproductive Rights does not arise as a reaction to 
the apogee of feminism but has to do with the imposition of a 
neoliberal and austericidal economic model that requires 
violence against a large part of the population. The global 
offensive against DSiR is part of a strategy to generate 
dedemocratizing processes that allow the imposition of a 
neoliberal and predatory economic agenda with the intention 
of impoverishing us all. The fundamentalist offensive against 
sexual and reproductive rights affects the entire population. 
Listening to the voice of defenders of Sexual and Reproductive 
Rights is key to overcoming this fundamentalist offensive.
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