
racist and bigoted commentary—excluding humor—from all 40 episodes of The 
Backlash.  

Anti-Black 

 Episode 20: While discussing abortion, guest Edward Dutton argued that it 
disproportionately prevents the births of undesirable people. He stated: “Who gets 
abortions? Black women. It’s women with low IQ and women that have 
psychopathic traits… you can be logical about it and say no, some babies are 
genetically woke and we don’t want them.” This explicitly frames Black children as 
less desirable, essentially advocating eugenics against Black people (the hosts 
nervously joke afterward to soften the shock). 

 Episode 28: In a tirade against working mothers, guest Beardson Beardly veers into 
racist fear-mongering. He describes a mother leaving her baby in daycare: “…she 
essentially has to abandon their child to go put them in a daycare or some 
overweight black person’s probably gonna beat him to death… Who wants to 
participate in this?” Here he invokes a crude racist stereotype (an “overweight 
black” caregiver who would murder a child) as a scare tactic, with no evidence – 
just bigotry for shock value. 

 Episode 36: Host Vince James argues that mainstream narratives about racism 
hide anti-white violence. He claims “in the ’60s… it was the blacks attacking white 
people…everyone knows now. Look at crime statistics. Look at interracial crime. I 
think Black Lives Matter… [made people realize] maybe everything I was taught 
was completely wrong.” Here he implies that Black people are inherently violent 
(“crime statistics” as code) and that BLM’s protests revealed a “truth” of Black 
aggression. This portrays Black Americans as the real threat, flipping the script to 
label anti-racism movements as misguided. 

Anti-Immigrant / Xenophobic 

 Episode 1: The hosts frame immigration as an existential threat. One host says 
people mistakenly believe that once you “flood a… country with a critical mass of 
people, then you have necessitated diversity, …forced multiculturalism and it’s 
irreversible. First of all, history shows otherwise… The native-born population feels 
threatened. This was the entire motivation for Donald Trump 2016.” Here “flood” is 
telling – a metaphor of immigrants as a deluge – and he asserts that diversity can 
and should be rolled back. The context was a discussion of demographic change in 
the US and Europe, endorsing the idea that immigrants threaten “native” (white) 
people and spurred Trump’s rise. 

 Episode 36: Reading a fan message, the hosts agree that “Mass immigration is 
insane and will lead to the destruction of any country. A country is its people, not its 



geography.” They endorse this view enthusiastically (“That’s totally true”). The 
statement encapsulates the “replacement” fear – that importing foreigners will 
destroy the nation. It treats immigrants as an invasive force that will erase the 
country’s identity (echoing the “great replacement” conspiracy, though not said 
outright here). 

 Episode 24: The panel explicitly ties immigration to a plot against white Americans. 
One speaker laments that whites are “only 7% of the world… and we don’t have 
anywhere to call home… Europe is open to all these immigrants and America is 
being taken over by H-1Bs and illegal immigration, we’re going to go extinct.” He 
suggests a “special plan of extermination” targeting whites, blaming both high-
skilled visa workers (H-1B immigrants, often South Asian) and illegal migrants. This 
is a clear expression of the white-genocide conspiracy: the idea that mass 
immigration is an intentional scheme to eradicate the white population. The context 
was a discussion of declining white birth rates – they frame immigration as part of a 
deliberate demographic war. 

Anti-Muslim / Islamophobic 

 Episode 27: The hosts speak about Europe’s Muslim communities as an existential 
“problem.” One says: “The Muslim problem in France is worse than anywhere else 
in Europe, both in numbers and based on the friction… heavy concentrations of 
immigrants who are largely Muslim. And the hatred, the vitriol between them and 
the French population is explosive. The government has no answers.” He openly 
refers to France’s Muslim population as a “problem” – language echoing the phrase 
“___ problem” historically used for vilified groups. The discussion paints French 
Muslims as an undifferentiated mass inspiring hate and violence, and implies that 
only extreme measures (beyond what the feckless government will do) could 
“solve” it. This reflects classic Islamophobic rhetoric: portraying Muslim immigrants 
as inherently incompatible with Western society and a ticking time-bomb. 

White Supremacist / White Nationalist Rhetoric 

 Episode 23: The hosts rattle off a litany of social ills as so-called “Jewish 
blessings.” In a mocking tone, they list “Communism, sodomy… pornography… 
usury, white replacement, endless wars, …media tech censorship, mass vax 
campaign, racial tension, open borders, feminism, and Antifa.” This extraordinary 
quote blames nearly every modern problem on Jews – from sexual liberation 
(“sodomy,” feminism) to war and immigration (“white replacement” and open 
borders). It encapsulates classic anti-Semitic conspiracy thinking: that a Jewish 
cabal is behind the “replacement” of whites and moral decay. The context was a 
discussion of “blessings” Jews have supposedly brought – meant entirely 
sarcastically. It’s naked white supremacist, anti-Semitic propaganda. 



 Episode 32: One host laments that urban areas no longer belong to whites: “Every 
single city in this country is taken over by minorities. We have nothing left.” She says 
white people would like to live in nice cities with arts and culture, but “minorities” 
have ruined them. This is a sweeping white nationalist sentiment portraying people 
of color as occupiers of “our” cities. The context was a segment about Seattle and 
other cities – she describes feeling that white Americans have been displaced. The 
phrasing “taken over by minorities” and “nothing left” implies a siege – a zero-sum 
racial takeover narrative. 

 Episode 35: Guest Corey Mahler (a religious nationalist) argues that God separated 
the races and intended them to remain apart. He uses an extreme analogy: “You 
wind up with problems when you introduce species to places they’re not supposed 
to be. The same thing happens with human beings… When you… start flooding the 
West with those who are incompatible with the West… Even if they were model 
citizens, they still don’t belong here. They belong in their own countries.” Mahler 
asserts that racial diversity within a single nation “destroys” God’s intended 
differences – even praising segregation as God’s design. He calls interracial 
marriage “destructive” and says even law-abiding immigrants “don’t belong here.” 
This is pure white nationalist ideology, couched as divine order: each race in its 
place, and Western countries for whites only. The context was a discussion of 
“ancient wisdom vs. modern lies” – he frames modern egalitarianism as the lie and 
racial separation as truth. 

Anti-Asian, Anti-Hispanic, or Other Ethnic Bias 

 Episode 14: The hosts dismiss a Midwestern city’s immigrant community with a 
crude stereotype. Joking about Minneapolis, one says it’s “filled with Somalis. I 
think they can hang in the cold as long as they’re getting welfare benefits, you 
know?” This remark implies Somali immigrants (who are Black and Muslim) only 
come to “cold” Minnesota for handouts. It’s said flippantly, but it’s clearly bigoted – 
painting an entire ethnic group as lazy welfare leeches. The aside comes during 
banter about “riffraff” in cities, making Somalis the punchline. 

 Episode 39: While discussing geopolitics, a host derides America’s southern 
neighbor: “we’re surrounded by weak powers… especially to our south, that being 
Mexico, which is a dysfunctional, crime-ridden state.” This blanket insult of 
Mexico casts the entire country as a failed state. It’s presented as conventional 
wisdom (“right?”), revealing the casual contempt the speakers have for Hispanic 
nations. In the broader segment, they argue the U.S. should decouple from the 
global system; along the way, they portray Mexico as a barely-functioning nuisance. 
The comment exemplifies xenophobic disdain for Latin American society, not just 
illegal immigration but the character of an entire nation. 


