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Abstract

T he populist Radical Right Sweden Democrats (SD) have long been
excluded from cooperation with other parties. As other parties have
moved closer to the party’s more restrictive migration policy, and as older party
leaders from the extreme Far Right have departed, some of the arguments in
support of isolating the SD have waned. However, the party is still criticized for
its ambiguous attitude towards Russia. But although individual politicians have
openly expressed pro-Russian views, the current SD leadership has repeatedly
rejected such accusations. The party’s position became increasingly relevant in
2022 when the Russian invasion of Ukraine coincided with the parliamentary
elections. This article analyses the attitude of the SD towards the Putin regime
and how this developed in response to the invasion of Ukraine. It also looks at
how this has affected the public perception of the party and to what extent its

position on Russia will continue to be important in the public debate.
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Introduction

There has long been a debate about the stance of European populist Radical Right
parties towards the Putin regime. Traditionally, many of them are described as pro-
Russian parties and are often criticized for their admiration of the Kremlin. In
Sweden, the picture has been mixed. Their political opponents have repeatedly
criticized the populist Radical Right Sweden Democrats (SD) for their ambiguous
attitude towards Russia. However, although individual politicians have openly
expressed pro-Russia views, the leadership of the SD has repeatedly rejected such

accusations.

The party’s position became increasingly relevant in 2022 when the Russian
invasion of Ukraine coincided with parliamentary elections. With mainstream
parties on the Right having, in many ways, moved closer to the SD on immigration
and law and order issues, the stance on Russia was potentially one of the key
remaining obstacles to ending the party’s isolation. In this report, I analyse how the
Russian invasion of Ukraine has affected the SD. More specifically, I describe the
party’s stance towards the Kremlin and how this has developed in response to the
invasion of Ukraine. Further, I discuss how the invasion has affected the public
perception of the SD and how the party’s position on Russia will remain relevant
in the public debate. The analysis is based on available research, media reports and

official party documents.

The Radical Right scene in Sweden

With the partial exception of the short-lived populist New Democracy party in the
early 1990s, Sweden, unlike many other European countries, had not experienced
an electorally successful populist Radical Right party at the beginning of the
twenty-first century (Rydgren, 2002). Since then, the story has changed drastically.
The first SD members were elected to the national parliament in 2010, and their
progress ever since has been remarkable, to say the least. In fact, the party has yet
to experience an electoral loss and has increased its vote share at every election since
it first ran in 1988. In terms of Radical Right electoral success, Sweden is no longer

an exceptional case (Rydgren & van der Meiden, 2019).

Even though the SD have steadily increased their support in the electorate, the
party has long been completely excluded from cooperation with other parties. An

important reason for this cordon sanitaire can be found in the SD’s history. Unlike

304



most other parties in the populist Radical Right family in Europe, the party was
founded by outright racist groups with links to neo-Nazism (Larsson & Ekman,
2001). Although the party has worked hard to build a more respectable facade, the
SD’s marginalization has remained. After the 2014 parliamentary elections, six
parties concluded the so-called December Agreement to ensure that the SD would
remain without influence while at the same time allowing a government to be
formed without an explicit majority in the Riksdag (Aylott & Bolin, 2019; Bjereld
et al., 2016).1

Government formation was even more difficult after the 2018 election. The four
parties of the centre-right Alliance could have formed a government if they had
been willing to rely on the parliamentary support of the SD. However, two of them,
the Centre Party and the Liberals, preferred the incumbent centre-left minority
coalition to continue rather than make any kind of concession to the Radical Right
(Teorell et al., 2020). The agreement between the Social Democrats and the two
centrist liberal parties ended a decade of wide-ranging cooperation between the
four parties of the Alliance. It also had implications of great importance because it
was decisive in bringing the SD in from the cold. The Moderates and the Christian
Democrats immediately began to initiate a policy of détente with SD. The cordon
sanitaire that had prevailed until then was lifted. Later, the Liberals also decided to
withdraw their support for the centre-left to reunite with their former Alliance

partners.

Even though they all lost ground compared to the 2018 election, their joint
election result in September 2022 with the SD was enough for a majority. Thus,
they were able to form a government by the end of the year. Although the SD is
not formally a member of the governing coalition, it has concluded a far-reaching
agreement with the three centre-right parties, securing formal political influence for
the first time (Aylott & Bolin, 2023).

The Sweden Democrats and Russia

As other parties have moved closer to the party’s more restrictive migration policy,
and as older party leaders from the extreme Far Right have departed, some of the
arguments in support of isolating the SD have waned somewhat. For example, in

recent years, the SD’s stance on international cooperation and the European Union

1. The Left Party was the only other party not included in the agreement.
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(EU) has come to the fore. Relatedly, there has been a recurring debate on the SD’s
position towards the Kremlin. Critics argue that the party, or people associated with
it, have shown sympathy for Putin’s government and have taken positions aligned
with Russian interests. For example, a report on how the European Parliament
voted on Russia-related matters in 2014 found that the SD were one of the most
Russia-friendly parties (Bolin, 2015). Indeed, the two Sweden Democrats MEPs
were the only Swedish representatives voting against ratification of an Association
Agreement with Ukraine (Christodoulou, 2014).

Similarly, people closely associated with the SD, unlike politicians from other
Swedish parties, have on several occasions participated in Russian state-supported
media platforms such as Sputnik and Russia Today (RT). Researchers characterize
the latter as “an opportunist channel that is used as an instrument of state defence
policy to meddle in the politics of other states” (Elswah & Howard, 2020, p. 623).
In addition, there are several examples of how leading SD politicians have expressed
appreciation for Russia or participated in contexts that have been interpreted as
indirect support of the Putin regime. On several occasions, both former and current
MPs have expressed themselves in favourable terms about election processes in
Russia after being invited by the regime to function as election observers or having

participated in conferences arranged by the regime (Sundbom, 2018).

Those who harboured suspicions about the SD’s attitude towards the Russian
regime were given further fuel when in an interview just a week before the Russian
invasion of Ukraine, the party’s leader, Jimmie Akesson, refused to say whether he
preferred Joe Biden or Vladimir Putin as a political leader (Odmalm, 2022). The
leadership of the SD has, however, denied all accusations of being a pro-Russian
party. It is also hard to find Russia-friendly statements in official party documents.
Russia was not mentioned in the early party programmes and election manifestos.
However, in recent years, especially since the Russian annexation of Crimea in
2014, the party has become increasingly critical of Russian developments (e.g.,
Shekhovtsov, 2018, p. 238). For example, the latest election manifesto for 2022
states that “Sweden should advocate clear sanctions against [...] Russia and other

countries with negative development” (Sweden Democrats, 2022, p. 57).

There are also signs that the SD have become more critical of Russia in practical
g

politics. In stark contrast to the report mentioned above, a recent assessment of the

degree of “assertiveness towards Russia”, SD comes out as the most critical of Russia

among all Swedish parties represented in the European Parliament (VoteWatch,
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2022). The appreciative attitude towards the Kremlin among some of the other
Radical Right parties has also been presented as a reason the SD chose not to join

the same party group in the European Parliament as, for example, France’s National
Rally and Italy’s Lega (McDonnell & Werner, 2019).

The impact of the Russian invasion of
Ukraine on Swedish domestic politics

The Russian invasion of Ukraine in early 2022 made it even more pressing to fend
off any accusation of complicity towards Russia. Among other things, it significantly
impacted the willingness to join NATO. Although Sweden became a member of
the EU in 1995, it has maintained a policy of nonalignment and did not join
NATO during the Cold War like neighbouring Nordic countries, Denmark and
Norway. However, relations with NATO have developed considerably. In the
1990s, Sweden began cooperating more closely with NATO on peacekeeping
missions and crisis management operations. Although Sweden is not a member of
NATO, it has increasingly participated in the alliance’s activities and developed
close relations with NATO countries (Wieslander, 2022).

Even though Sweden’s relations with NATO have become closer, there has
always been a party-political divide, with centre-left parties opposing NATO
membership and centre-right parties being more supportive of it. As late as
November 2021, the Social Democratic defence minister assured its party congress
that as long there was a Social Democratic government, an application for NATO
membership was unthinkable. The SD have also been against NATO accession
historically, and they have instead called for increased cooperation with other
Nordic countries, including developing a joint Nordic defence force (Sweden
Democrats, 2019). Despite the long-standing opposition to NATO, Akesson
declared in April 2022 that the party was ready to support a Swedish application
for NATO membership if Finland applied simultaneously (Arenander & Nilsson,
2022). When the Social Democrats also made a ‘drastic U-turn’ (Hinnfors, 2022),
the Swedish government took the same path as Finland and decided to apply for
NATO membership (Aylott & Bolin, 2023).

Despite SD’s more openly critical stance towards the Russian regime and its new
position on membership in NATO, political opponents still consider the party’s

position untrustworthy. That this is still thought to have a deterrent effect on the
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electorate became apparent when the Social Democrats called a press conference
just a week before the election to report on cases where the SD had acted in favour
of Russian interests and thus posed a security risk. The Moderate prime ministerial
candidate, Ulf Kristersson, was asked how he would prevent the SD’s links to
Russia from affecting Swedish foreign and security policy if the election resulted in
a parliamentary majority for the right-wing opposition. Akesson unsurprisingly
rejected this and tweeted that the statements were reminiscent of how the opposition
would be dealt with in a dictatorship. More startling, however, was that Kristersson
also came to the SD’s defence and argued that the Social Democratic stunt was
unworthy, not least as it was the simultaneous positional changes in the Social
Democrats and the SD that made a Swedish NATO application possible (Petersson,
2022). It was clear that alleged connections between SD and Russia were no longer

seen as an obstacle to including the SD as part of a new political majority.

The demand for the Radical Right
in the aftermath of the invasion
The last parliamentary term has been clearly marked by the COVID-19 pandemic

and Russia’s invasion of Ukraine. This has meant that the main political issues of
SD have been less salient in the public debate. These crises also seem to have
affected support for political parties somewhat. A rally around the flag effect can be
observed, where both the outbreak of the pandemic in the spring of 2020 and the
Russian invasion in the spring of 2022 boosted the popularity of the governing
Social Democrats (Esaiasson et al., 2021; Novus/SV'T, 2022). Support for the SD
also seemed to decrease somewhat in connection with the outbreak of the war, but
the impact on the electoral outcome of 2022 was small. Some of the political issues
that became important in the 2022 election campaign, partly because of the war,
were favourable to the SD, and the party won 20.5% of the vote, becoming the

second-largest party in parliament.

Despite the spectacular Swedish shift in attitude towards NATO membership
and the fact that there were still parties that opposed this, the issue was absent from
the election campaign. Other issues indirectly connected to the war, such as rising
inflation and electricity prices, gained great importance (Aylott & Bolin, 2023).
While the governing party blamed the war in Ukraine and chose to refer to it as
“Putin’s price hikes”, the opposition argued that it was mainly about how the

government had mismanaged Swedish fuel and energy policy for years. Judging by
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the exit polls, the opposition benefited the most from the salience of these issues in

the campaign.

The Sweden Democrat’s traditional issue, immigration, came further down on
the list of voters’ most important issues. A possible explanation is that several other
parties have altered their policies in a more restrictive direction and, in this way,
narrowed the distance of the mainstream to the SD’s position. In addition, it is
noteworthy that the SD was positive about receiving Ukrainian refugees. According
to the party, this was in line with its previous policy that Sweden should help
countries in its nearby area. Akesson (2022) also justified the position on both
cultural and economic grounds as he argued that Ukraine is both religiously and
culturally more similar to Sweden “compared to clan societies in the Horn of Africa”
and that Ukrainian refugees differ from previous migration “of low-educated, or
even completely uneducated, people”. As a result, Akesson claimed, “the burden on
society, economically, socially and culturally, will not be as devastating as with

revious mass immigration from culturally distant countries” (ibid.).
p g y

Concluding remarks

Despite its continuous electoral progress, the Sweden Democrats have been in the
political cold for a long time. Not until the two liberal centre parties chose to
support a Social Democratic government in 2018 did the Moderates and the
Christian Democrats approach the SD seeking to return to office. Previously, the
SD’s history and attitude toward immigration had been the main reasons for
excluding the party from cooperation. However, in the wake of the 2015 “refugee
crisis” and the SD’s electoral progress, other parties have also moved towards a more
restrictive immigration policy. The SD’s deviant approach to international
cooperation and its ambivalent stance towards Russia have remained obstacles to it

being fully accepted as a political cooperation partner.

Russia’s invasion of Ukraine meant that the SD’s attitude towards the Kremlin
was given further attention. Officially, the party has also taken a stand against
Russia’s actions and for support and assistance to Ukraine. The party has even
advocated a relatively generous reception of Ukrainian refugees. Given the party’s
very restrictive immigration policy, this can be seen as a departure from its

traditional line.
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Despite the clear stance on Ukraine, the SD are not yet rid of their Russia-
related problems. While the current parties in government no longer see the SD’s
position towards Russia as problematic, both the opposition and political
commentators continue to argue that the party’s murky connections to Russia are
an acute security risk and that the leadership should more clearly uphold a red line
against any actions that are in Russia’s interests (Johansson Heing et al., 2023). The
issue was given further attention again at the beginning of 2023 when a central
figure in the alternative media environment around the SD, previously accused of
Russian connections, helped the anti-Muslim activist Rasmus Paludan to get
permission to burn a Qur’an near the Turkish embassy in Stockholm. The incident
worsened already strained relations between Turkey and Sweden, further frustrating
Sweden’s NATO application (Rankin, 2023). In addition, political opponents
criticized the SD for being “useful idiots” for the Kremlin (see, e.g., Lindberg,
2023) and not taking responsibility for people associated with the party, thus
potentially serving the interests of Russia. However, the SD leadership rejected any
responsibility for the incident and, more generally, any alternative media favouring
Russian interests even though individuals associated with the party frequently

appear in them.

Although there is much to suggest that the isolation of the SD is a thing of the
past, it cannot be ruled out that the issue of NATO and, indirectly, the SD’s
relationship with Russia will influence these relations. There is no evidence that the
SD has direct links to Russia. Nevertheless, SD members and persons associated
with the party appear from time to time in contexts that can be interpreted as pro-
Russian. As a result, the SD leadership probably will be wary of any pro-Russian
sentiments among its ranks and will continue to reject any accusation of acting in
accordance with Russian interests. However, it is doubtful that this will prevent the

opposition from criticizing the party’s connections to Russia.

310



References

Akesson, J. (2022, March 31). Det ir skillnad pa flyktingar och “flyktingar”. Aftonb-
ladet. https://www.aftonbladet.se/debatt/a/k6jJAa/akesson-det-ar-skillnad-pa-flyk-
tingar-och-flyktingar

Arenander, 1., & Nilsson, E. (2022, April 9). Akessons besked om Nato: ”Har svingt’.
Svenska Dagbladet. https://www.svd.se/a/PoG8v5/jimmie-akesson-svanger-om-
nato-nar-finland-gor-det

Aylott, N., & Bolin, N. (2019). A party system in flux: The Swedish parliamentary
election of September 2018. West European Politics, 42(7), 1504-1515. doi:10.10
80/01402382.2019.1583885

Aylott, N., & Bolin, N. (2023). A new right: The Swedish parliamentary election of
September 2022. West European Politics. Advance online publication. https://doi.
org/10.1080/01402382.2022.2156199

Bjereld, U., Eriksson, K., & Hinnfors, J. (2016). Forhandla eller d6. Decemberéverens-
kommelsen och svensk demokrati i forindring. Atlas.

Bolin, N. (2015). A loyal rookie? The Sweden Democrats’ first year in the European
Parliament. The Polish Quarterly of International Affairs, 11(2), 59-77.

Christodoulou, L. (2014, September 16). Sweden Democrats voted against EU-Ukrai-
ne agreement. Sveriges Radio. https://sverigesradio.se/artikel/5966926

Elswah, M., & Howard, P. N. (2020). “Anything that causes chaos”: The organizatio-
nal behavior of Russia Today (RT). Journal of Communication, 70(5), 623-645.
doi:10.1093/joc/jqaa027

Esaiasson, P, Sohlberg, J., Ghersetti, M., & Johansson, B. (2021). How the coronavirus
crisis affects citizen trust in institutions and in unknown others: Evidence from
“the Swedish experiment”. European Journal of Political Research, 60(3), 748—760.
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6765.12419

Hinnfors, J. (2022). Socialdemokraterna: hogervridning och hot utifrin In N. Bolin, K.
Falasca, M. Grusell, & L. Nord (Eds.), Snabbtinkt 2.0 22. Reflektioner frin valet
2022 av ledande forskare (p. 39). Demicom, Mittuniversitetet.

Johansson Heind, A., Melin, C., Oksanen, P, Poohl, D., Silberstein, W., Schenstrém,
U., & Scherman, J. (2023, January 31). SD:s rysskopplingar ir en akut sikerhet-
srisk. Aftonbladet. https://www.aftonbladet.se/debatt/a/jIKMyn/sd-s-ryska-kopp-

lingar-ar-en-akut-sakerhetsrisk

Larsson, S., & Ekman, M. (2001). Sverigedemokraterna: Den nationella rérelsen. Or-
dfront.

Lindberg, A. (2023, February 4). Jomshof skojar inte om att brinna 100 koraner. Tack
SD! Hilsar Vladimir Putin. Aftonbladet. https://www.aftonbladet.se/ledare/a/
P4jAk7/richard-jomshof-skojar-inte-om-att-branna-100-koraner

SWEDEN 311



Niklas Bolin - Mid Sweden University

The repercussions of the Russian Invasion of Ukraine on the populist Radical Right in Sweden e —.————

McDonnell, D., & Werner, A. (2019). International populism: The Radical Right in

the European Parliament. Hurst.

Novus/SVT. (2022). Viljarbarometer Maj 2022. https://novus.se/wp-content/uploa-
ds/2022/05/novusvaljarbarometer2022maj.pdf

Odmalm, P. (2022). Ombyrtta roller i valet 2022 — nir nationalismen blev viktig igen
for den radikala populististhgern. In N. Bolin, K. Falasca, M. Grusell, & L. Nord
(Eds.), Snabbtinkt 2.0 22. Reflektioner fran valet 2022 av ledande forskare (p. 29).
Demicom, Mittuniversitetet.

Petersson, B. (2022). I skuggan av Putins krig: Valrorelsen och borgfreden som fors-
vann. In N. Bolin, K. Falasca, M. Grusell, & L. Nord (Eds.), Snabbtinkt 2.0 22.
Reflektioner frin valet 2022 av ledande forskare (p. 104). Demicom, Mittuniver-
sitetet.

Rankin, J. (2023, January 27). Burning of Qur'an in Stockholm funded by journa-
list with Kremlin ties. The Guardian. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2023/
jan/27/burning-of-quran-in-stockholm-funded-by-journalist-with-kremlin-ties-
sweden-nato-russia

Rydgren, J. (2002). Radical Right populism in Sweden: Still a failure, but for how long?
Scandinavian Political Studies, 25(1), 27-56. doi:10.1111/1467-9477.00062

Rydgren, J., & van der Meiden, S. (2019). The Radical Right and the end of Swedish
exceptionalism. European Political Science, 18(3), 439-455. doi:10.1057/s41304-
018-0159-6

Shekhovtsov, A. (2018). Russia and the Western Far Right: Tango noir. Routledge.

Sundbom, H. (2018). Sweden: Fertile Soil for Influence OPS? In A. Polyakova (Ed.),
The Kremlin’s Trojan Horses 3.0 (pp. 23-29). Atlantic Council.

Sweden Democrats. (2019). Sverigedemokraternas principprogram 2019. https://sd.se/
wp-content/uploads/2022/07/sverigedemokraternas-principprogram-2019.pdf

Sweden Democrats. (2022). Sverigedemokraternas Valplattform 2022: Inrikeningsprog-
ram for Sverigedemokraternas inflytande 6ver svensk politik under nista mandat-
period. https://sd.se/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/sverigedemokraternas-valplatt-
form-2022-april.pdf

Teorell, J., Bick, H., Hellstrom, J., & Lindvall, J. (2020). 134 dagar. Om regeringsbild-
ningen efter valet 2018. Makadam.

VoteWatch. (2022). EU-Russia: latest trends among EU political parties. https://drive.
google.com/file/d/1P-QOpOHZS9p_ZcwHoRDp8rcGIb57b5_j/view

Wieslander, A. (2022). “The Hultqvist doctrine”-Swedish security and defence policy
after the Russian annexation of Crimea. Defence Studies, 22(1), 35-59. doi:10.10
80/14702436.2021.1955619

312





