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Introduction 

the rise and fall of steve bannon

A Nationalist International should be a contradiction in terms, but 
that didn’t stop Steve Bannon from trying to create one.

Steven Bannon was the head of Breitbart News and a darling of 
the alt-right when he took over as Donald Trump’s campaign CEO 
in August 2016. He was captaining what virtually all U.S. political 
observers believed to be a sinking ship. And yet, in the space of a 
few months, he managed to right the foundering vessel on the way to 
achieving one of the most remarkable electoral surprises in American 
history. The victory contributed to his confidence that he could accom-
plish virtually anything he envisioned.

Bannon subsequently joined the Trump administration as a spin 
doctor, strategic advisor, and conduit to what he liked to call the 
“deplorables,” an ironic reference to Hilary Clinton’s infamous dis-
paragement of a certain subset of Trump supporters.1 One year later, 
as a result of political infighting, the sole member of Trump’s brain 
trust left the administration, with the president himself declaring that 
Bannon had “lost his mind.”2 Even this ignominious departure didn’t 
dim Bannon’s enthusiasm for his commander-in-chief. He would later 
return to Trump’s aid in the autumn of 2019, launching a daily radio 
show and podcast to rally support for the president in the face of con-
gressional impeachment and, later, the coronavirus crisis.3

In between these efforts on behalf of his chosen Prince, the Machi-
avellian Bannon set off in early 2018 on an extended world tour. His 
mission was even more ambitious than getting Trump elected. Bannon 
hoped to build a loose network of right-wing populists with a strong 
transatlantic link and branches in ideologically sympathetic outposts 
elsewhere in the world. In grand fashion, he wanted to replicate on the 
global stage his success in building bridges within the U.S. right.

Bannon believed very strongly in his own timing. With the Breitbart 
media empire, which injected far-right ideas on immigration, politics, 
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and culture into the American mainstream, Bannon had created a 
platform for Donald Trump’s candidacy. In his role as vice president of 
Cambridge Analytica, Bannon also worked behind the scenes in 2015 
to lay the groundwork for what seemed at the time to be a longshot 
attempt to pull the United Kingdom out of the European Union.4 
As with Trump’s election, the successful Brexit referendum in 2016 
turned out to be an upset victory for the far right and a vindication of 
Bannon’s foresight.

In 2018, which Bannon thought was the perfect moment to create a 
Nationalist International, the far right hadn’t just been winning in the 
United States and the United Kingdom. In the 2010s, far-right poli-
ticians made unprecedented leaps into power throughout Europe. In 
Eastern Europe, right-wing populists took over in Hungary in 2010, 
Poland in 2015, and the Czech Republic in 2017. Ideologically similar 
leaders entered coalition governments in Austria in 2017 and Italy in 
2018. Even in notoriously tolerant Scandinavia, the far right made sig-
nificant headway. The True Finns acquired enough votes after the 2015 
election to enter a coalition government with center-right parties, 
while the Sweden Democrats, a party with neo-Nazi roots, came close 
on several occasions to becoming that country’s most popular party. 
In Germany, the extremist Alternative für Deutschland (AfD) became 
the third-largest party in 2017 even as the government was banning 
neo-Nazi organizations.

In celebration of its success that year, the AfD sponsored a conven-
tion in Koblenz that brought together a group of these like-minded 
European leaders. Movement headliners Marine Le Pen from France, 
Geert Wilders from the Netherlands, and Matteo Salvini from Italy 
all participated. It took place shortly after Donald Trump’s inaugura-
tion, which prompted Wilders to comment, “Yesterday a free America, 
today Koblenz, tomorrow a new Europe.”5 Two years later, in the 
European Parliament elections in May 2019, far-right parties were the 
top vote-getters in the UK, France, Italy, and Hungary. It seemed as 
though Wilders’s prediction was coming true.

Although they’d existed in Europe for several generations, far-right 
parties had always hovered on the fringes of politics: boycotted by 
mainstream politicians, mocked in the mainstream media, and ignored 
in the broader culture. In the late twentieth century, huge demonstra-
tions thronged the streets of France, the Netherlands, Austria, and 
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other European countries to block the far right’s entrance into main-
stream politics. By the 2010s, it was the far right bringing people out 
onto the streets as they evolved into serious political players and, 
in some cases, governing parties. Bannon intended to build on this 
dramatic reversal of fortune by providing the European far right—a 
motley crew of parties, movements, and marginal figures—with an 
organizing upgrade.

Furthermore, the success of the far right was not restricted to the 
United States and Europe. In the Philippines, “Asia’s Donald Trump” 
Rodrigo Duterte won the presidential election in May 2016, prefigur-
ing Trump in many ways with his profane and sexist rhetoric, assaults 
on the rule of law, crackdowns on dissent, and direct criticisms of 
Barack Obama. In December 2016, Duterte signaled a shift in policy 
toward the United States by congratulating Trump on his electoral 
victory. “We both like to swear,” Duterte said. “One little thing, we curse 
right away; we’re the same.”6 The president-elect returned the favor by 
praising the Philippine leader’s drug policy, which had attracted wide-
spread criticism for involving thousands of extrajudicial killings.

After 2016, other parts of the world experienced a Trumpification of 
politics, and again Bannon could justifiably claim some credit, if only 
indirectly. Jair Bolsonaro, who took the reins in Brazil in 2017, “copied 
a lot from Trump: his online politics, his speeches against political cor-
rectness, his anti-feminist and hate speech,” explains Esther Solano of 
the Federal University of São Paulo.

Elsewhere right-wing leaders began to bend toward Trump like 
flowers to the sun. In Israel, Benjamin Netanyahu had been pushing 
politics inexorably to the right since becoming prime minister in 2009, 
but he managed to achieve some of his key dreams—such as moving 
the U.S. embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem—only after his friend 
Donald Trump took power in Washington. Two long-serving leaders, 
Vladimir Putin in Russia and Recep Tayyip Erdoğan in Turkey, turned 
more fully to the right the longer they stayed in office, and both grav-
itated toward Trump as well. So did Narendra Modi, whose Hindu 
fundamentalist party came to power in India in 2014. Even Japanese 
Prime Minister Shinzo Abe, although he didn’t pattern his politics 
after the U.S. president, tried to leverage his relationship with Trump 
to bolster his more hardline nationalist stance.
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These leaders looked to Trump as a model. They copied his attacks 
on the elite status quo, his use of social media to connect directly with 
his base, his strategic incorporation of racist and sexist rhetoric, and 
his frankly authoritarian style. They echoed his skepticism of economic 
lockdowns in response to the COVID-19 pandemic and supported his 
claims of fraud following his loss in the 2020 presidential election. 
Some, like Vladimir Putin, even withheld congratulations to the 
winner of the 2020 presidential election, Joe Biden, out of deference 
to Trump’s wounded ego. In this way, Trump’s influence could be felt 
beyond America’s borders, thanks in part to Bannon’s illiberal philos-
ophy and toolbox of tactics.

Although he would only serve one term in office, Trump left his 
mark on U.S. and global politics. For instance, he expanded the 
boundaries of what is acceptable for a U.S. president on the interna-
tional stage. By inviting autocrats to the White House and routinely 
flouting global norms, “Trump has created space for the international 
far right,” Paris-based political consultant Ethan Earle argues. “He’s 
given carte blanche to people further down the pecking order in geo-
politics to continue to push their politics further and further to the 
right knowing that there’s political coverage coming from the very 
top.” In fact, these illiberal rulers played a game of follow-the-leader. 
As Barbarina Heyerdahl, the Vermont-based manager of the Acorn 
Fund notes, 

There is a cabal of authoritarian, racist leaders—Trump, Modi in 
Kashmir, Xi in Hong Kong, Putin acting against protesters in Russia, 
Bolsonaro against indigenous communities in Brazil, and Erdoğan 
against the Kurds in Syria—who are just watching each other to see 
what the others are getting away with to calculate what they can get 
away with in their own countries.

Although other right-wing leaders looked to him for inspiration, 
Trump showed neither the interest nor the capacity to head up a new 
Nationalist International. Others, however, have been eager to rush 
in where Trump fears to tread. Certain leaders, like Putin in Moscow 
and Hungary’s Viktor Orbán, have put themselves forward as potential 
leaders of an axis of illiberalism.
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But in 2018, believing that he had the time and the skills necessary 
to organize such an axis, Steve Bannon threw his hat into the ring.

Despite his attacks on globalism and globalists, Bannon has an 
ideology well-suited to building a global movement. His worldview 
has been shaped by three major founts of internationalism: Catholi-
cism, Hollywood, and Wall Street. Raised Irish Catholic, he attended 
Catholic schools and, after a flirtation with Buddhism, eventually 
settled on a more fundamentalist, medieval version of the Vatican’s 
teaching.7 With a degree from Harvard Business School, Bannon 
began to work with Goldman Sachs, eventually moving to Los Angeles 
to handle investments in the entertainment industry. Over time, he has 
come to believe in a holy trinity of capitalism, nationalism, and Chris-
tianity. But all three, he argues, have been infected by liberalism of one 
sort or another, represented by the “party of Davos,” the transnational-
ism of the European Union, and religious reformers like Pope Francis.8

Although Bannon consorted with the extreme right during his 
days at Breitbart, his own philosophy has its roots in more traditional 
Burkean conservatism. However, as an organizer who dreams not only 
of a new Europe but a new world, Bannon has a different role model in 
mind than a statesman and philosopher like Edmund Burke. He sees 
himself as something of a right-wing Lenin, an international activist 
committed to destroying rather than conserving the status quo.9 Like 
Lenin, he aspires not simply to control a single state but to spur a 
worldwide revolution. His philosophy of state, however, is the opposite 
of Lenin’s. An advocate of small government, Bannon is eager to seize 
control of the levers of state and transfer power to non-state actors like 
the corporate sector and religious institutions.10 At the global level, he 
is doubly suspicious of anything that smacks of world government, like 
the United Nations.

Bannon is a populist, not a statist. Despite his elitist background, 
he always speaks of the power of the People. “It’s not a question of 
whether populism is on the rise and going to be the political future,” 
Bannon has said, nodding in the direction of Donald Trump and pres-
idential aspirant Bernie Sanders. “The only question before us is: is it 
going to be populist nationalism or populist socialism.”11

To ensure that his version of populism triumphs, Bannon has been 
pushing coordination not only across international borders but across 
ideological borders within the world of his political co-religion-
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ists. Political scientists distinguish between the “radical right” and 
the “extreme right.” The latter, which includes terrorists, neo-Nazis, 
and white nationalists on the fringes, is contemptuous of democracy 
overall and refuses to engage in electoral politics. The radical right, 
which is critical of liberal democracy with its emphasis on legisla-
tive safeguards and the protection of minority rights, is content to 
win power through the ballot box. “In essence, the radical right trusts 
the power of the people, the extreme right does not,” writes political 
scientist Cas Mudde.12

By helping to create a new alternative right—or alt-right—Bannon 
was instrumental in blurring the distinction between these two catego-
ries. At Breitbart News, he smuggled some of the content of the extreme 
right, particularly on immigration and identity issues, into the radical 
right. Meanwhile, he consistently pushed a populist line against the 
anti-democratic extreme. And he latched onto Donald Trump, whose 
political views were hitherto all over the map, as a figure he could mold 
into a politician acceptable to both the radical right and the extreme 
right—and ultimately the conservative mainstream as well.

In this way, Bannon has been instrumental in creating a “new right” 
that merges elements of extremism, radicalism, populism, and conven-
tional conservative thinking even as it attempts to distance itself from 
Nazism—just as a “new left” emerged in the 1960s from an amalgam 
of communist, socialist, progressive, and liberal thinking that delib-
erately rejected Stalinism. And unlike its parochial predecessors, the 
new right is well-suited to become a global ideology.

the movement

To consolidate this “new right” globally, Bannon teamed up with right-
wing Belgian politician Mischaël Modrikamen in 2018 to establish 
a bulkhead in Europe with something they called the Movement. 
Hoping to take advantage of surging dissatisfaction with European 
integration, Bannon rolled his Trojan horse into the very heart of the 
enemy’s camp. They located their new organization in—of all places—
Brussels, the home of the European Union. With the Movement, 
Bannon wanted to wrest the EU from the control of social democrats 
and pallid conservatives, the Vatican from the reforms of the too-per-
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missive Pope Francis, and the West from the clutches of immigrants 
and multiculturalists.

To create a new generation of leaders for his Movement, Bannon 
pinned his hopes on what he called a “school for gladiators.” With the 
help of conservative British Catholic Benjamin Harnwell, he leased 
a thirteenth-century monastery south of Rome from the Italian gov-
ernment. Here the two men planned to establish a training academy 
that, according to Harnwell, would “institutionalise the thoughts and 
political insights of Steve Bannon.”13 Italy held a special fascination 
for Bannon because of its lineage of right-wing populist leaders, from 
Silvio Berlusconi to Matteo Salvini of Lega Nord. When the latter did 
surprisingly well in the 2018 parliamentary elections, which enabled 
Lega to form a government with the more politically ambiguous Five 
Star Movement, Bannon was effusive: “Nobody has been more engaged 
in the European project than the political leaders in Italy. Yesterday, 
what you had was a total rejection by the Italian voters, and I think that 
was the earthquake; the tremor is going to continue.”14

Bannon journeyed to the epicenter of the earthquake to meet with 
like-minded colleagues and build institutional infrastructure. Finding 
enough money for this new venture, however, posed something of a 
challenge (much later, money would ultimately prove the undoing 
of Bannon). Key funders abandoned him when he was driven out of 
the Trump administration and published a book containing critical 
remarks about his former boss. But the silver-tongued Bannon found 
other sources of money, including a million-dollar-a-year contract 
from the Chinese billionaire, Guo Wengui.15

Now all Bannon needed were the troops. For that, he had to 
persuade the various radical right parties and movements to line up 
behind him. He started things off with a dinner in London in July 
2018, which included his Belgian pal Modrikamen and Brexiteer Nigel 
Farage, representatives of Belgian and French far-right parties, and 
a former member of the far-right Sweden Democrats.16 Filmmaker 
Alison Klayman was at the dinner to gather footage for her documen-
tary about Bannon, The Brink. She called her husband afterwards and 
told him, “Either I just filmed the Wannsee Conference [a meeting of 
senior Nazis in 1942], or I filmed a bunch of jerks having dinner.”17

Bannon’s ambitions reached far beyond Europe. In Latin America, 
he appointed Bolsonaro’s youngest son as his regional representative 
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to help build on the right’s electoral successes in Brazil, Colombia, 
Guatemala, Honduras, and Paraguay.18 With Guo Wengui, he created 
a Rule of Law Fund as the point of a spear aimed at the regime in 
Beijing and began filming what he called a “devastating takedown of 
the ‘myth of Chairman Xi’ including the Wall Street and corporatist 
faction that props up the regime.”19 He visited Japan at the invitation of 
the Happiness Realization Party, a political cult that embraces Japanese 
militarism.20 Israel, too, was part of the alt-right archipelago because 
Bannon, a self-professed “Christian Zionist,” sees Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu as a key link in a future anti-Islamic front. Also 
figuring prominently in his thinking is Russia, a vast country led by 
a critic of Western liberalism and “radical Islam” that alt-right leader 
Richard Spencer has called “the sole white power in the world.”21

Bannon talks big and grabs headlines. As a politico and filmmaker, 
he’s a master illusionist. Despite all these efforts, however, Bannon 
never managed to turn his illusions into reality.

The Movement Bannon hoped to create in Brussels never became 
operational, having repeatedly postponed its promised launch 
throughout 2019 and then disappearing from the news altogether. 
Most of the political parties that Bannon and Modrikamen expected 
to line up behind them simply refused. After an embarrassing failure 
in the Belgian elections in May 2019, Modrikamen dissolved his right-
wing Francophone party and grumbled that he might give up his own 
political career as well.22 Bannon’s much-hyped training center for 
right-wing politicians in Italy didn’t get off the ground either as the 
19-year lease the government provided to Bannon’s organization—and 
then subsequently annulled—is now entangled in litigation.23

Bannon’s European grand tour in 2018 was a basically a bust, 
and that London dinner in 2018, in retrospect, was just a Wannsee 
wannabe.

One of Bannon’s chief selling points—that he was an American 
who could mediate among different European actors—turned out to 
be a major drawback. “For some people it was a complicated game 
to play: Anti-Americanism is an integral part of many nationalisms 
in Europe,” Jordi Vaquer of the Open Society Foundations points out. 
“Bannon wanted to oversell what he was doing. It was more about the 
announcement than a carefully crafted strategy.”
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Bannon’s prominent failures have attracted nearly as much attention 
as his promised successes.24 Those failures followed Bannon back to 
the United States. On the morning of August 20, 2020, federal postal 
inspectors and representatives of the U.S. attorney’s office in Manhattan 
raided Guo Wengui’s yacht near Westbrook, Connecticut, and arrested 
Bannon for fraud. He’d been involved in an elaborate scheme to bilk 
investors who contributed to We Build the Wall, a private initiative 
supposedly set up to help Trump erect his long-promised wall along 
the southern border with Mexico.25

Then, in November, Bannon’s Prince lost the 2020 presidential 
election, despite Bannon’s confident predictions, up to and including 
the night of the election, that Trump would win.26 In the aftermath of 
the vote, Bannon continued to trumpet his loyalty to the soon-to-be-
ex-president by spinning outlandish conspiracy theories about election 
fraud. Two days after the election, he went further in his defense of 
Trump by calling for the beheading of two administration officials—
FBI head Christopher Wray and top health official Anthony Fauci—for 
their perceived disloyalty to the president. “I’d put the heads on pikes,” 
Bannon said on his live podcast. “Right. I’d put them at the two corners 
of the White House as a warning to federal bureaucrats. You either 
get with the program or you are gone.” The comment prompted both 
Facebook and YouTube to remove the video and Twitter to perma-
nently suspend his account.27

Bannon’s rise and fall eerily paralleled that of Trump. The November 
election might not have seemed close by either the popular vote (a dif-
ference of more than 7 million votes and 4 percent of the ballots cast) 
or the Electoral College results (306 to 232), but the margin in the key 
swing states was razor close: only 43,000 votes. From this near-win on 
election day, Trump quickly spiraled downward and out of control. He 
launched an ill-advised effort, with Bannon’s support, to overturn the 
election through a mixture of legal challenges, pressure tactics against 
state officials, and the incitement of his base.

This latter strategy culminated on January 6 with the president 
urging his followers—many of them fired up by global right-wing 
ideologies and conspiracy theories—to march to Capitol Hill where 
Congress was scheduled to certify the results of the 2020 election. 
Thousands of those followers overwhelmed local police, broke into 
the Capitol building, and came close to confronting the vice president 
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and the assembled legislators. One police officer was killed, and four 
protesters died.

In the aftermath of this failed insurrection, the social media giants 
did to Trump what they’d done to Bannon: canceled his accounts. 
Congress voted to impeach him a second time. Like Bannon, he also 
faced a number of serious criminal charges. The parallel lines inter-
sected once more when, during this time, Trump reached out to 
Bannon by phone as part of a reconciliation with his former advisor.28 
In one of his last acts as president, Trump issued a pre-emptive pardon 
of Bannon. Unlike their collaboration in 2016, the two men were now 
united in defeat, not victory.

Yet, it would be a mistake to project these failures backward and 
assume that Bannon’s attempts to organize a Nationalist International, 
inspired in part by Trump, have had no impact. “Bannon might fail 
to build a coherent alliance across the Atlantic,” French human rights 
activist Yasser Louati explains. “Nevertheless, the discourse he and 
his natural allies are pushing has become the ruling ideology in their 
countries—the United States, the UK, Italy, Hungary. White national-
ism is in power in those countries.”

Bannon’s failure to establish a political bulkhead in Europe for a 
transatlantic far-right movement and Trump’s failure to win a second 
term obscures a disturbing reality: both men were on to something. 
Even without Bannon at the fore or Trump as a symbolic figurehead, 
the new right has patiently been building its global connections—at 
the level of political parties, through civil society organizations, in the 
digital realm, and at the level of discourse. Bannon, like Lenin, tried 
to usurp an emergent project and make it seem like a mainstream 
concern rather than a minority sentiment.29 For once, Bannon’s timing 
was off, much like Lenin and his calls for revolution in Russia in 1905.

History, of course, gave Lenin a second chance. Will the same hold 
true for Bannon and his political revolutionaries?

the big picture

Whatever his talents as a political organizer, Steve Bannon has always 
been an acute seismologist. He understood that a succession of social 
upheavals over the last decade has radically realigned political power 
throughout the world. As a result of these tectonic shifts, what had 
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once been on the furthest fringes of the right has now moved toward 
the center while the left has been pushed to the margins.

“Things fall apart; the centre cannot hold,” poet William Yeats wrote 
at a time of similar political churn in 1919. “The best lack all convic-
tion, while the worst are full of passionate intensity.”

Today, a century after the publication of Yeats’s poem, those who 
are full of passionate intensity now rule over considerably more than 
half the world’s population. “The right is full of belief,” Transnational 
Institute organizer Brid Brennan observes. “The left is full of doubts.” 
Many of these right-wing leaders have come to power democrati-
cally but are determined to undermine democratic institutions. Their 
political rise has often been supported by more conventional conser-
vative parties. They have aligned themselves on an ad hoc basis with 
other authoritarian leaders who owe their positions to military coups, 
one-party deliberations, or dynastic succession. Further to the extreme, 
a set of avowedly racist organizations and networks provide ideas, 
messaging, and sometimes muscle for these leaders of the new right. 
These ideas have also inspired a series of mass shooters to embark on 
racist killing sprees in the United States, throughout Europe, and even 
in New Zealand.

This is not a normal oscillation in electoral power. The new right 
wants to permanently reorder the political landscape. Mainstream 
parties have lost credibility. Politics have become even more polarized. 
Not just liberalism but democracy itself is under attack. Even where 
leaders have lost power, as Trump has in the United States, their sup-
porters continue to push their agenda, on the streets as well as in the 
corridors of power, to prepare the ground for a successor of similar 
mindset.

Nor will the guardrails of democratic governance necessarily contain 
the ambitions of these new right leaders, for they have challenged con-
stitutional, legislative, and judicial restraints. They have attacked the 
cornerstones of civil society, including the press and other watchdog 
institutions. They aspire to become leaders for life (like Vladimir 
Putin, in charge since 1999) or to establish parties that govern with 
little opposition for decades on end (like Japan’s Liberal Democratic 
Party, in power almost continuously since 1955).

Rhetorically, the new right is focused on securing borders, protect-
ing sovereignty, and challenging global elites. These leaders use the 
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language of nationalism and particularism. They speak in the name of 
imagined majorities that are racially or religiously homogenous.

Yet, despite this obsession with strengthening the nation-state, 
this new right has increasingly been active across borders. States and 
parties have created international alliances. Extremist civil society 
organizations have worked transnationally to promote a climate of 
intolerance that nurtures the political ambitions of right-wing populist 
leaders. White nationalists in particular have created alternative digital 
platforms to spread their messages and recruit new members across 
the globe.

Progressives have organized locally and nationally to respond to 
the new right. But ironically, given their historic internationalism, 
progressives have been slow to work across borders—in a sustained, 
coordinated manner—in response to the new transnational assault on 
democracy. This dilute internationalism coincides with both the new 
right’s attacks on global institutions and an intensification of various 
global threats such as climate change, pandemics, widening economic 
inequality, and weapons proliferation.

“Internationalism is now a problem for the left,” observes Gadi 
Algazi of Tel Aviv University, “and a reality for the right.”

four arguments

This book, which benefits from interviews with more than 80 activists, 
analysts, and academics around the world, will analyze the rise of 
the global new right and its political pivot during the coronavirus 
pandemic. It will highlight some of the effective responses to the new 
right. It will survey the current state of transnational progressive orga-
nizing. It will outline the challenges to that organizing and identify 
some of the lessons learned. And it will conclude with a discussion of 
what’s missing from a robust, multi-issue, progressive transnational-
ism and how to fill those gaps. In the process, I will be making four 
key arguments.

First, the new right has made significant gains politically because it 
has effectively channeled discontent with economic globalization. This 
liberal development project, supported by mainstream political parties 
of the center left and center right, certainly provided benefits to some. 
But many more people have been “left behind” by globalization—or 
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they feel increasingly insecure as a result of this global project—and 
the new right has reached these constituencies in ways that the inter-
nationalist left simply hasn’t. 

A second key to the new right’s success has been a story that can 
be applied effectively across borders: the “great replacement.” The 
argument that minorities and immigrants, with help from “global-
ists,” are “stealing” the privileges of the dominant group has proven 
appealing to both an extremist fringe and more mainstream conserva-
tives. Indeed, this narrative has provided the glue binding together the 
new right alliance of extreme right, radical right, populists, and main-
stream conservatives.

A third element is the new right’s authoritarian opportunism. These 
leaders have promised quick, simple solutions to complex problems. 
Because they are not interested in building consensus, they can effec-
tively navigate in polarized political environments. Despite their 
populist pretensions and anti-corruption rhetoric, they have also used 
their offices to leverage state power on behalf of themselves and their 
political cronies. The coronavirus pandemic in 2020 provided leaders 
like Donald Trump, Viktor Orbán, and Benjamin Netanyahu an even 
greater opportunity: to operate in states of emergency that allowed 
them to seize more powers and implement policies that hitherto 
encountered legislative or judicial resistance. 

Finally, the new right has a major Achilles heel. It has nothing 
to say about global crises like pandemics and the ever-worsening 
climate crisis—or what it does have to say is demonstrably wrong. For 
the latter, progressives and liberals can put together their own new 
coalition, centered around a Global Green New Deal. Such a plan, if 
constructed according to principles of equity, wouldn’t just address the 
environmental crisis. By creating enormous numbers of well-paying 
jobs, it would also speak to those left behind by economic globaliza-
tion. Such a narrative would undermine the new right’s anti-globalist 
appeals while offering up a positive vision to rally around within and 
across borders.

As the twenty-first century began, progressives famously proclaimed 
that “another world is possible.” They imagined a world beyond rote 
democracy and the rapacious market.

With the longstanding liberal-conservative status quo now 
crumbling, the new right has not only taken up this call, it is also 
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putting it into practice. The new right’s construction of “another 
world”—an intolerant, anti-democratic, unsustainable world—can 
and must be stopped before it is too late. But it requires that the best 
of us regain the conviction that Yeats described, not just to counter the 
new right but to save the planet from ruin.

This book is about that battle for another world.
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