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Northampton University and The Metropolitan Police Service

Tony Shell

The Radicalism and The New Media group (the RNM Group) is based at the University of Northampton,

and was established in 2009.
1

The declared aim of the RNM group is to: “bring together experts in Law,

History, Media and Psychology from across the University, to work with organisations including the Police,

Local Authorities and the Home Office” – with the RNM Group reporting that: “Projects already underway

include collaboration with regional Police authorities to look at public safety and radicalisation. The [RNM]

Group is also in direct contact with SO15 [The Counter Terrorism Specialist Operations branch within

London's Metropolitan Police Service] … ”
2

The Counter Terrorism Command (the CTC, also designated as SO15) is based within the Metropolitan

Police Service in London. The duties of the CTC, through its National Co-ordinator Domestic Extremism

section (NCDE)
3
, include intelligence gathering and the policing of public protest.

4
The CTC works closely

with both the UK Security Service (MI5) and the Secret Intelligent Service (MI6) – as well as with the law

enforcement and intelligence agencies of other countries.

On the 25
th

November 2011 the Metropolitan Police Service was asked: “whether or not the Home Office

approved the working contacts between the Metropolitan Police Service (the MPS) and the Radicalism and

New Media Research Group (the RNM Group)? Who approved and authorised that particular collaborative

effort?”
5

A response was received from a representative of the Specialist Operations (SO15) branch of

The Metropolitan Police, on the 5
th

January 2012, saying: “I can confirm that Assistant Chief Constable

Setchell, who was the head of the National Public Order Intelligence Unit, commissioned RNMG to

undertake academic research relating to public protest.”
6

The University of Northampton’s RNM Group claims to be concerned with ‘radicalism’. However it is

considered most extraordinary that the RNM Group shows no interest in the problems of Islamist

radicalism and terrorism – especially so, given that independent research shows that: “… Since then [the

1990s], British universities have consistently acted as breeding grounds for extremism, with British

university graduates joining jihadist movements in Iraq, Kashmir, Israel and elsewhere.”
7

Other research has shown that: “More than 30% of individuals involved in Islamist terrorism in the UK were

educated to degree level or higher. Of these, 19 individuals studied at a UK university; 16 were graduates;

three were postgraduate students and one had achieved a postgraduate qualification. At least four

individuals involved in acts of terrorism in the UK were senior members of their university ISOC [Islamic

Society] and a further six were studying at a UK university at the time of arrest.” Interviews, concluded as

part of that research, have also revealed: “students who are active in their university Islamic society were

twice as likely as non-members to hold extreme views, including that killing in the name of religion was

justified … Three fifths of active ISOC members said killing in the name of religion can be justified.”
8

The attitude of the RNM Group appears to be very clear – that those within the UK who are driven to anger

by Islamist extremism and terrorism, and who express that anger through protest, should be subject to

ridicule, vilification and “curtailment”.
9

What, therefore, should we conclude?
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However it is of crucial importance to distinguish between the teachers of hate – and the vulnerable (and

often very impressionable) students who are subjected to such odious forms of political control.

From the material published by the RNM Group, it seems very clear that the Group believes it’s work to be

more than just an investigation of public protest, but has clear political purpose – and that that purpose is

given State endorsement through the involvement of the Metropolitan Police Service. In the space of just

two years the RNM Group has established close working links with senior UK police officers, including

representatives for the National Coordinator Domestic Extremism (NCDE) within the CTC
10

– as well as

with extremist political groups including the US-based Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC), the US-

based Political Research Associates (PRA), and the UK-based Searchlight organization.
11 12 13

It is the activities of the SPLC, the PRA and Searchlight that provides the clearest insights into the

intended political nature of the academia/police (Northampton-RNM/SO15) collaboration. It is drawn from a

‘progressive’ ideology that concocts political justification for: anti-native hatemongering;
14 15

mass

immigration;
16 17

abortion as “reproductive justice”;
18 19

the injection of hate narrative into the Criminal

Justice System;
20

the use of ‘false flag’ deceptions and violence;
21 22

the undermining and destruction of

Christian heritage;
23 24 25

and the psycho-sociological abuse of children and infants.
26

There is a refusal by the ‘progressives’ to engage in debate, with vigorous attempts to suppress counter-

arguments through the use of personal attacks, smears, innuendo, misrepresentation, and abusive

comment.
27

In particular, and in the context of this report, there appears to be an attempt to stifle

legitimate concerns regarding the presence of University-based Islamist extremism.
28

A posture of craven appeasement to the aggressive demands of both political ‘progressivism’ and Islamist

extremism has been adopted by the offices of Government and State – and most especially so, within the

Home Office, and the Foreign and Commonwealth Office. This has been fully exposed in a detailed

investigation, based on leaked HO and FCO documents, by The Policy Exchange in 2006.
29

Such research strongly indicates that the main aim of the State has been, through appeasement, to

prevent political or revolutionary Islamists becoming violent Islamists or Salafi-jihadists. However the

recommendations from such research is that that approach is wrong, and that all Islamist (political)

ideology should be directly challenged – with appropriate ‘ways and means’ being incorporated into an

updated version of the Government’s CONTEST/PREVENT strategy.
30

However it is very disturbing to

see that there are still calls for the State to appease political Islamists and jihadists.
31

In regard to concerns raised in this report, the conclusions of a study into Islamist extremism by the

Quilliam Foundation are especially relevant. The researchers recommended that: “Assessment and

inspection regimens need to be improved to ensure that lecturers and teachers who subscribe to an

extreme ideology are not using their academic positions to spread their ideology to students, as is

currently the case in several university campuses.”
32

Yes, quite so.

A copy of this report is being sent to the Special Operations branch of The Metropolitan Police Service, at

New Scotland Yard, with a strong recommendation that the MPS sever all links with the Northampton

University RNM Group.

END
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