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Abstract 

This study uses corpus-driven methodologies to examine key themes and 

linguistic features of a sample of seven far-right white nationalist terrorist 

manifestos, using frequency and ‘keyness’ metrics to determine the salient 

and significant features of the discourse. It finds antisemitism more 

characteristic of the discourse than previously indicated in literature, politics 

less so, and the framing of ‘terrorism as a last resort’ —claimed by some 

terrorist manifestos and identified in literature— not actually deeply held. 

This paper further reports on the significance of (de)humanisation as a vehicle 

for white supremacy, and manifestos’ focus on maximising fatality. 
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Introduction 

In a time of rising far-right violence and dangerous white nationalist 

ideology1, manifestos of far-right terrorists, posted and shared digitally, have 

demonstrated time and time again their potential for radicalising others, and 

encouraging further similar violence2. In fact, several far-right white 

nationalist terrorists describe earlier manifestos as having been formative on 

their own decisions to commit their acts of terror1,3,4. Furthermore, these 

manifestos being posted and read online from around the world gives far-right 

extremism an increasingly transnational property, which is significant in 

changing the international landscape of terrorism and national security. Given 

the significance of the ‘manifesto posting’ practice, both manifestos as a 

linguistic discourse as well as their intersection with far-right terrorism, are 

surprisingly understudied. As such, linguistic studies characterising discourse 

—examining the themes of a text and how they are linguistically embedded— 

can make a meaningful contribution here. 

Corpus-assisted discourse studies (CADS) is a particularly apt approach for 

this purpose. A software-assisted corpus-based approach allows for the 

 
1 Seth G. Jones, “The Rise of Far-Right Extremism in The United States,” Center for 

Strategic & International Studies (November 2018), https://www.csis.org/analysis/rise-far-

right-extremism-united-states. 

2 Jacob Ware, Testament to Murder: The Violent Far-Right’s Increasing Use of Terrorist 

Manifestos (The Hague: International Centre for Counter-Terrorism, March 2020), 

https://icct.nl/app/uploads/2020/03/Jaocb-Ware-Terrorist-Manifestos2.pdf. 

3 Patrick Crusius, The Inconvenient Truth (2019), https://www.paypervids.com/patrick-

crusius-manifesto-el-paso-texas-walmart-shooter. 

4 John T. Earnest, Open Letter (2019), https://bcsh.bard.edu/files/2019/06/Earnest-

Manifesto-042719.pdf. 
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analysis of texts much larger than what a human analyst can meaningfully 

process on their own, as well as for the identification of patterns and statistical 

significance often difficult to determine with the ‘naked eye’5. In this sense, 

the software-based analysis enables a post-humanist approach to identifying 

a discourse’s significant and salient features, reducing the impact of a 

researcher’s own subjectivities on the research findings, and allowing for 

reliable prioritization of significance of themes and patterns unbiased by a 

human analyst that may be subconsciously offended by the text, and instead 

is driven by data in the text. This is rather fitting for the themes of this 

particular genre, with long and emotionally difficult-to-read texts and enables 

the analysis of works like Anders Breivik’s manifesto6 which, at 725,199 

words, would be infeasible to analyse using other critical discourse analysis 

methodologies. 

Corpus linguistics has been used effectively in psycholinguistic analysis of 

lone-actor terrorists from manifestos across the spectrum of ideologies7,8,9. A 

 
5 Elena Tognini-Bonelli, Corpus linguistics at work 6 (John Benjamins Publishing, 2001). 

p. 84 

6 Anders Breivik, (2011), https://publicintelligence.net/anders-behring-breiviks-complete-

manifesto-2083-a-european-declaration-of-independence/. 

7 Lisa Kaati, Amendra Shrestha, and Katie Cohen, “Linguistic Analysis of Lone Offender 

Manifestos,” IEEE International Conference on Cybercrime and Computer Forensic 

(2016).  

8 Stephane J. Baele, “Lone-Actor Terrorists’ Emotions and Cognition: An Evaluation 

Beyond Stereotypes,” Political Psychology 38, no. 3 (2016): 449–468, 

https://doi.org/10.1111/pops.12365. 

9 Louisa Buckingham and Nusiebah Alali, “Extreme Parallels: a Corpus-driven Analysis of 

ISIS and Far-right Discourse,” Kōtuitui: New Zealand Journal of Social Sciences Online 

15, no. 2 (2020): 310–331, https://doi.org/10.1080/1177083X.2019.1698623. 
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more sociolinguistic corpus linguistics approach has also analysed far-right 

extremist cultures regarding extremism short of terrorism10. The 

methodology is now applied to the genre of far-right white nationalist 

ideology found in terrorist manifestos. 

To that end, this study aims to contribute to this niche to answer the research 

questions: How can the genre of discourse of far-right white nationalist 

terrorist manifestos be characterized? What can corpus linguistic analysis of 

these texts tell us about the attacks they are associated with — the intentions, 

politics, ideology, and strategy of their writers — and the messages received 

by its readers? I also aim for this research to determine how such questions 

can best be answered — which methodologies, software, and approaches best 

generate results to inform this emergent field of study, and to establish 

protocols to allow for such processing to be done more efficient, potentially 

even in an automated manner or under time pressure. 

 

  

 
10 Antonis Papasavva, Savvas Zannettou, Emiliano De Cristofaro, Gianluca Stringhini, and 

Jeremy Blackburn, 2020. “Raiders of the Lost Kek: 3.5 Years of Augmented 4chan Posts 

from the Politically Incorrect Board,” Proceedings of the International AAAI Conference 

on Web and Social Media 14, no. 1 (2020): 885–894, 

https://ojs.aaai.org/index.php/ICWSM/article/view/7354. 



Strife Journal – Issue 17 (Winter 2022) 

28 

Literature Review 

Defining terrorism is not an easy endeavour; even the degree of futility of 

defining it is hotly debated in academia11. Similarly, terms like ‘white 

nationalism’ and the overlapping ‘far-right’ or ‘extreme right/ right wing 

extremism’ are often used without consistent distinction12,13. Hence, rather 

than attempt to find comprehensive and accurate definitions for these terms, 

I will describe the focus of this paper —which falls under the terms ‘far-right’ 

and ‘white nationalist’ ‘terrorism’, but does not intend to serve as those terms’ 

definition. As such, this research focuses on attacks with terroristic 

methodologies intended to kill to incite fear, with at least one fatality, by 

individual, lone, non-state actors, that can accurately be described as having 

‘far-right white nationalist’ goals. Such ideology is characterised by white 

supremacist neofascist beliefs: inherent inequality in society (biologically 

determined by the immutable factor of race) which it is the state’s purpose to 

preserve12,14. In the West, this also coincides with patriarchal, and often 

puritanical, gender roles, alongside admonishment of queerness, and of non-

 
11 E.g. Jonathan R. White, Terrorism and Homeland Security (Mason, OH: Cengage, 2016);  

Ben Golder and George Williams, “What is Terrorism – Problems of Legal Definition,” 

University of NSW Law Journal 27, no. 2 (2004): 270–295. 

12 Cas Mudde, The Far Right Today (Cambridge: Polity Press, 2019) 

13 Stephanie L. Hartzell, “Alt-White: Conceptualizing the “Alt-Right” as a Rhetorical 

Bridge Between White Nationalism and Mainstream Public Discourse,” Journal of 

Contemporary Rhetoric 8, no. 1/2 (2018): 6–25  

14 W. Carson Byrd and Matthew W. Hughey, “Biological Determinism and Racial 

Essentialism,” The ANNALS of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 661, 

no. 1 (2015): 8–22. 
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Christian religious identities12,15,16. Non-Christian religions are also further 

racialised; ethno-religious identities such as Judaism are regarded by the far-

right as primarily ethnic —building off of centuries of antisemitic blood libel 

propaganda— and being Muslim is similarly treated as hereditary and 

genetic, conflated with being Brown, Arab, or southeast Asian17. 

Previous research into the topic from a linguistics perspective is limited. 

Previous corpus-based analysis of terrorism has hitherto focused on a) 

psycholinguistic analysis on the mental states and dimensions of terrorists, 

and often also b) the broader category of terrorism rather than specific far-

right white nationalist motivations. Kaati et al.7 use a sample of lone actor 

terrorist manifestos (N=10) across and regardless of ideology to inform better 

internet surveillance and find indicators of the drives and emotions that 

preceded their attacks. They use the analytic software Linguistic Inquiry and 

Word Count (LIWC), using an analysis of relative word frequencies of 

psychologically meaningful categories, to identify 8 psycholinguistic features 

that could serve as indicators for impending terrorism. Baele18 uses the same 

software and a different sample (N=11) of the same criteria to compare 

 
15 Eric Louis Russell, The Discursive Ecology of Homophobia: Unraveling Anti-LGBTQ 

Speech on the European Far Right (Multilingual Matters, 2019). 

16 Farid Hafez, “Shifting Borders: Islamophobia as Common Ground for Building Pan-

European Right-wing Unity,” Patterns of Prejudice 48, no. 5 (2014): 479–499.  

17 Cathrine Thorleifsson, “In Pursuit of Purity: Populist Nationalism and the Racialization 

of Difference,” Identities 28, no. 2 (2021): 186–202.  

18 Stephane J. Baele, “Lone-Actor Terrorists’ Emotions and Cognition: An Evaluation 

Beyond Stereotypes,” Political Psychology 38, no. 3 (2016): 449–468, 

https://doi.org/10.1111/pops.12365.  
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terrorists’ cognition and emotion with control groups such as nonviolent 

radical activists. They successfully use this corpus-based methodology to 

refute the so-called ‘common sense assumption’18, i.e., that that a lack of 

cognitive flexibility and complexity are at play in a terrorist’s violence. 

Buckingham and Alali19 use corpus analysis to identify the psychological 

dimensions of the authors of far-right terrorism in comparison to ISIS 

propaganda. They also use the LIWC software, as well as Wmatrix —

measuring word frequencies and ‘keyness’20 respectively, revealing what is 

salient and common within the text, whereas the latter reveals what is 

characteristic or distinguishing of the text from other types of discourse. 

Frequency values count in absolute numbers, whereas keyness is computed 

with relative values (usually to the relevant Standard English, in this case 

American English (AmE)) to determine statistically significant over-use or 

under-use. Both methodologies have their strengths, and neither has come out 

decisively as the better methodological approach. The LIWC software is 

specialised for psycholinguistics, but corpus-assisted discourse analysis 

 
19 Louisa Buckingham and Nusiebah Alali, “Extreme Parallels: a Corpus-driven Analysis of 

ISIS and Far-right Discourse,” Kōtuitui: New Zealand Journal of Social Sciences Online 

15, no. 2 (2020): 310–331, https://doi.org/10.1080/1177083X.2019.1698623.  

20 Costas Gabrielatos and Anna Marchi, “Keyness: Matching Metrics to Definitions,” 

Corpus Linguistics in the South 1 (University of Portsmouth, 5 November 2011).  
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makes use of an equivalent tool AntConc21 for word frequencies; Wmatrix22 

has been used in both psycholinguistics and CADS. 

Within the study of terrorist manifestos, study of the far-right white 

nationalist discourse specifically is limited, as the literature is still an 

emergent one. Most publications are dated within the last five years, and 

papers are limited in number. Furthermore, establishing a comprehensive list 

of ‘far-right white nationalist terrorist manifestos’ specifically is not without 

challenges. The largest sample to this author’s knowledge is that of Ware2 

(2020; N=6); the present research builds on that, including as many texts as 

possible —Ware’s selection of six plus one more. Ware’s paper is also the 

most relevant one to this research, analysing the group of manifestos for 

common themes, describing four: race, Europe, the political landscape, and 

terrorism as a last resort. In a master’s thesis, Vossen23 analyses four key 

white nationalist manifestos for indications of ideological shift —with a 

smaller sample size, and a diachronic analytic approach. As such it is less so 

representative of totality of far-right white nationalist terrorist discourse, but 

nonetheless generates many themes related to the ideology, the main parent 

 
21 Anthony Lawrence, AntConc (Version Macintosh OS X 10.6-10.12 (3.5.8)) (Tokyo, 

Japan: Waseda University, 2019), https://www.laurenceanthony.net/software.  

22 Paul Rayson, “Wmatrix: A statistical method and software tool for linguistic analysis 

through corpus comparison,” Ph.D. thesis (Lancaster University, 2003). 

23 Michael A. Vossen, “Assessment of the Extent to Which White Supremacy Extremist 

Attackers' Manifestos Indicate Shifts in the White Supremacy Ideology,” Masters thesis 

(Johns Hopkins University, 2020), 

https://jscholarship.library.jhu.edu/handle/1774.2/63284.  
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themes being: ‘Race/Society Perspectives’, ‘Replacement’, ‘Land, Tradition, 

Culture, Heritage, People, Nation’, ‘Conspiracy Theory’, ‘Christianity’, 

‘Political’, ‘Eco-fascism, Environmental’, ‘Anti-Corporatism/NGO and 

Economy’, and ‘Accelerationism, Encourage Action and/or Threat’. One last 

dimension of terrorist manifestos, far-right white nationalist ones included, 

that is often stated or acknowledged but is understudied, is the strategic 

informative content contained in manifestos2,24. It seemingly evident —

perhaps taken for granted— that terrorist manifestos advise others, who they 

hope will undertake similar violence, as to what to do —imparting strategic 

and tactical information, although how exactly is as of yet not clear, nor 

established within literature. 

 

Methodology 

Before any data was collected, I worked with the security-sensitive research 

and research ethics departments to ensure my research was safe and ethical, 

and completed and had approved a risk assessment of the research, 

methodologies, and procedure. 

 

 

 
24 US Department of Homeland Security, Strategic Framework for Countering Terrorism 

and Targeted Violence (2019), accessed 3 May 2021, 

https://www.dhs.gov/sites/default/files/publications/cttv_action_plan.pdf. 
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Corpus Collation 

Text selection and Data Collection 

Starting with the 6 manifestos included in Ware2, I also looked at the sample 

of texts used in Kaati et al.7 for far-right politics, controlling for ideology and 

intent, and added von Brunn to the sample. Hence the texts included are as 

follows (see Table 1) 

Table 1. The sample of texts included in the corpus 

Name Number of 

words 

Publication 

year 

Location of terror attack 

Stephen Balliet,25 2261 2019 Halle, Saxony-Anhalt, Germany 

Patrick Crusius3 2375 2019 El Paso, Texas, United States 

John T. Earnest4 4248 2019 Poway, California, USA 

Brenton Tarrant26 28072 2019 Christchurch, New Zealand 

Dylann Roof27 2446 2015 Charleston, South Carolina, USA 

Anders Behring Breivik6,28 725199 2011 Oslo and Utøya, Norway 

 
25 Stephen Balliet, READ THIS FIRST.pdf, マニフェスト.pdf and DoKumentation.pdf 

(2019), https://www.paypervids.com/patrick-crusius-manifesto-el-paso-texas-walmart-

shooter. 

26 Brenton Tarrant, The Great Replacement (2019), https://gatesofvienna.net/wp-

content/uploads/2019/03/tarrant-manifesto.pdf. 

27 Dylann Roof (2015), https://media.thestate.com/static/roofmanifesto.pdf. 

28 a 1,507-page ‘book’ much of which is directly plagiarized without attribution, but it is 

authentic of the discourse and was therefore not omitted from my analysis. 
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Table 1. The sample of texts included in the corpus 

Name Number of 

words 

Publication 

year 

Location of terror attack 

James von Brunn29 88680 2009 Washington, D.C., USA 

 

The texts were acquired through Google search with the terms “[name] 

manifesto pdf” and with the generous advice of Jacob Ware, and with Drs 

Johanna Furst and Rajan Basra without whom I would not have been able 

to access the Balliet manifesto. Each of the full manifestos was downloaded 

and stored on an external hard-drive for security purposes —with the 

exception of the Balliet manifesto which in line with my terms of obtaining 

it I did not store my own copy of— and only accessed on secure devices no 

one else had access to. 

 

 Corpus Compilation, Cleaning and Normalisation  

As is the norm, I did some corpus cleaning, namely removing what was 

considered a feature of the formatting rather than the discourse, such as 

incidental spaces between words from the file conversions, and page numbers 

 
29 James von Brunn, Tob Shebbe Goyim Harog! (2009), 

https://ia601002.us.archive.org/32/items/ContemporaryHistory/James%20W%20von%20B

runn%20-%20Kill%20The%20Best%20Gentiles.pdf. 
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from the von Brunn manifesto. The cleaned texts were then converted into 

.txt files with software compatible UTF-8 encoding. 

I was also faced with the somewhat abnormal challenge of corpus 

normalisation; since the relative sizes of each of my subcorpora was so 

massively different (the Breivik manifesto a factor 100 times greater than 

most of the other corpora), to appropriately account for this difference I did 

two types of corpus normalisation, one for each of the software used. For 

compatibility with AntConc I duplicated each subcorpus to reach a total size 

of within 0.05% of the largest corpus (word counts ~724 000) to create one 

massive, normalised corpus of just over 5 million words with accurate relative 

word frequency rankings. This exceeds the limit for Wmatrix software, 

wherein I instead uploaded each of the 7 subcorpora individually, ran their 

analyses separately, and then combined them in an ‘average’ of corpus results 

using an adapted version of a WMatrix spreadsheet by30. 

 

 Analytic Approach 

After data collection, I used the software tools AntConc21 and WMatrix22 to 

analyse the data. In such corpus linguistic analysis, a distinction can be made 

between corpus-based research —which uses a corpus as a ‘repository of 

examples’5 against which to verify an existing theory— and corpus-driven 

 
30 Paul Rayson, Significance and Effect Calculator (2016), 

http://ucrel.lancs.ac.uk/llwizard.html.  
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research —which aims to examine the text in its entirety and the ‘integrity of 

the data as a whole’5. This research adopts a corpus-driven approach, taking 

care to analyse also content considered salient that does not fit into an existing 

preconceived or hypothesised framework. 

 

Relative Frequencies 

To find the most significant topics and 

terminology used in the discourse, I conducted a 

word frequency analysis; using a grammatical 

stoplist (a .txt file of grammatical items, with 

Antconc) to tell the software not to count function 

words and to return only the lexical, content 

words, and applying it to the normalised corpus, 

to find the most salient focus of topic and 

terminology for the texts on average. The data 

was visualised by making a word cloud (see 

Figure 131).  

For a corpus-driven approach, I proceeded with the top 30 results; I looked at 

the concordances and key word in context (KWIC) view to see how each of 

them was being used in context, and iteratively codified themes in the text. I 

 
31 WordItOut.com does not recognize words consisting of individual characters, so it is not 

quite the same as the AntConc top 30 list 

Figure 1. The 30 most used content words of the corpus, 

proportional in size to their frequency,  

(WordItOut.com, n.d.) 
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started with themes from the literature — the (admittedly non-comprehensive 

list of) themes set forth in Ware2: race, Europe, the political climate, and the 

portrayal of an act of terrorism as self-defence and as a last resort and added 

the theme of strategic instruction. In a second round I then went through each 

of the words not linked to an existing code, finding (an) appropriate theme(s) 

describing its use, relating that use to one of the earlier 5 where possible. 

Themes from Vossen (2020) were kept in mind for this analysis, and 

sometimes adapted to form a new code, but most of the Vossen’s themes were 

too specific or complex to be associated with a single lexical item. In a third 

round I then consolidated and merged themes that were similar enough, to 

produce a fully codified list of themes (Appendix A), demonstrating the 

corpus’ common, most frequent themes. 

I also conducted another AntConc frequency analysis using a lemma list 

(AntBNC21) (Appendix E), which groups lemmas (words from the same root 

word) together (e.g., life, live, lived, lives, and living). This allows for a 

different type of quantification of the topic of focus —it shows both the 

ranked frequency of words irrespective of conjugation, but also allows for the 

determining of ratios of conjugated forms of words (e.g. ‘life’ as a noun is 

more common than the present continual verb form ‘living’). This served 

alongside concordance views to describe how the most frequent topics of the 

discourse were talked about. 
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Keyness Calculations 

 

A second useful metric calculated with the use of the Wmatrix software is the 

‘keyness’ of a lexical item. A key item combines two characteristics: a) 

exhibiting a sizeable frequency difference between the compared corpora, 

and b) a difference that is statistically significant32,33. In other words, keyness 

determines statistically significant over-use or under-use of lexical items — 

usually relative to the relevant Standard English, in this case American 

English (AmE). This was calculated following the Significance and Effect 

Calculator (for comparing 2 corpora) Wmatrix normally conducts, between 

the ‘average’ corpus and the reference corpus AmE0634 built into Wmatrix. 

This was applied to find the following key lexical items for the corpus as a 

whole: to find (i) the key words (the top 30; Appendix B) and find which 

specific terminology are characteristic of the discourse, (ii) key semantic 

domains (top 1535; Appendix C) to find which themes are characteristic of the 

discourse, and (iii) key parts of speech (POS) (top 15; Appendix D) to find 

which grammar and framings are characteristic. Since the Wmatrix offers 

 
32 Costas Gabrielatos and Anna Marchi, “Keyness: Matching Metrics to Definitions,” 

Corpus Linguistics in the South 1 (University of Portsmouth, 5 November 2011).  

33 Stefan Th. Gries, “Methodological Skills in Corpus Linguistics: A Polemic and Some 

Pointers Towards Quantitative Methods,” in Corpus Linguistics in Language Teaching, 

eds. Tony Harris and Maria Moreno Jaén (Frankfurt am Main: Peter Lang Edition, 2010): 

121–146.  

34 Since the majority of authors were American, and the consistency of comparing every 

subcorpus to the same reference corpus. 

35 Fewer than the number of words analysed because it is a higher order category  
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analysis of semantic domains, I did not codify the key words. i-ii are 

considered primary avenues of analysis, and iii is used supplementally. 

 

Findings and Discussion 

Race 

One of the strongest findings of this research is the pervasiveness of the theme 

of race in the discourse. In the normalised corpus, four of the six most used 

words are codified for relating to race, and ‘race’ itself is the 6 most-used 

word. Race is discussed very explicitly, and much more so than any other 

ideological tenet (e.g., anti-government, ecofascism, violence as a means of 

solution, etc.). This indicates that far-right white nationalist terrorists hold 

true to a very racialised worldview; seeing people as first and foremost 

divided into racial categories is statistically indicated to be their most 

espoused value, and seems to be the cornerstone of their ideology. This has 

meaningful implications regarding de-radicalisation: that constructions of 

race are a cornerstone of the worldview of the types of far-right white 

nationalists that become lone actor terrorists; and that internalizing critical 

race theory, or other dismantling of (bio)essentialist constructions of race 

could achieve more than just taking the white supremacy out of far-right 

terrorism, but perhaps lead to its downfall writ large.  
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Within the category of race, the single most used word and lemma of the 

corpus is ‘white’. Whiteness is invoked as a victimhood, which their terrorism 

is framed as in defence of. 

e.g. 

“How about we protect the White race and stop fighting for the jews.” 

(Roof, 2015) 

“We must ensure the existence of our people, and a future for white 

children.” (Tarrant, 2019) 

Whiteness is positioned in opposition to other racial identities as the enemy 

or attacker, (co-occurring with ‘kill’, and derogatives, like ‘filthy jew’). Words 

or lemmas relating to whiteness are invoked less than all other racial identities 

put together, and the text is characterized less by a defensiveness around 

whiteness than attacks on the other. 

e.g. 

“There is good White blood worth [sic.] saving in Uruguay, 

Argentina, Chile and even Brasil. 

But they are still our enemies.” (Roof, 2015) 

Said racism present in the text is its other most prevalent feature, of which the 

main characteristic is antisemitism36. Compared to AmE, both ‘jew’ and 

‘jews’ are significantly over-used (as the first and second most significant 

 
36 Whether Judaism as an ethnoreligion warrants a racialized lens of analysis or not is a 

valid question, but true to its post-humanist methodology – since the texts view Judaism as 

a race – this research will analyse and group findings accordingly. 
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result). Within the text ‘Jew’ is the second most used lemma (jew in any word 

form: jew, jews)37 of the corpus, whereas ‘black’ is 18th, ‘hispanic’ 36th, and 

‘muslim’ 37th. This is however not entirely indicative of which demographics 

are more targeted in the manifestos, since while the lemma analysis does 

group together conjugations of a word, it does not group together synonyms, 

and white nationalists often use slurs instead38; ‘nigger’ is the 148th most 

used lemma39 of the corpus, there are enough occurrences of ‘negro*’ 40 that 

had it been included as a lemma it would be 176th most common, and enough 

occurrences of ‘kike*’ 41 it would be 338th, as well as smaller numbers of 

occurrences of the words ‘spic’ 42, ‘fag*’ 43, ‘trann*’ 44, ‘libtards’ 45, 

‘whore*’, and ‘bitch’. Including all of these would make Black the 7th most 

used lemma, hispanic still the 37th, and jewish still the 1st, but this ranking 

is also not entirely accurate as a) the lemma list would not include synonyms 

 
37 The lemma list did not include ‘jewish’ with ‘jew’ and ‘jews’, which is the 119th most 

used lemma, and if combined with ‘jew’ and ‘jewish’ would make it the most frequently 

used lemma of the corpus. It also does not include thee rarer derivatives of ‘jew’, ‘jewess’ 

38 the prevalence of which is also indicative of how racist the texts are 

39 Including ‘nigger’, and ‘niggers’, not ‘nigga’ or ‘niggas’, which if included would place 

it 143rd 

40 Using the * as a wildcard, meaning any combination of characters following it including 

none, hence including words ‘negro’, ‘negroes’, and “negro’s” 

41 An antisemitic slur with wildcard ending, hence including ‘kike’, ‘kikes’, and the 

somewhat novel ‘kikelette’ 

42 An anti-hispanic/latinx slur; adding a wildcard includes some occurrences of the words 

‘spice’ and ‘spicy’, the word does not occur in plural, so there would be no use in the 

wildcard 

43 Homophobic slurs: ‘fag’, ‘fags’, ‘faggot’, ‘faggots’, and also the somewhat novel 

‘faggotry’ 

44 Transphobic slurs: ‘tranny’, ‘trannies’ 

45 A combination of liberal and retard 
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for other words either, so the frequencies of identity lemmas would be skewed 

relative to lemmas of other words, and b) I do not know that the examples I 

picked would be a comprehensive list of stand-ins for an identity. It may be 

impossible to have a fully accurate and comprehensive list of far-right 

language for identity groups, since novel constructions with only one 

occurrence are not uncommon,46 and slurs and language used are always 

changing and evolving, however having a repository or database list like the 

ADL Hate on Display™ Hate Symbols Database47 (Anti-Defamation League. 

2021) which could function like a lemma list48 would be very useful in 

assisting further corpus linguistics in this area, and it would be a meaningful 

direction for further research. 

 

Humanity and Humanisation 

The second biggest theme found in the corpus was one not previously 

described in the literature on terrorist manifestos: humanity and 

humanisation. A key feature of the discourse is its invocation of broader 

notions of humanity; some of the most frequent words of the corpus are the 

broadly encompassing notions of ‘people’ —which, the keyness values 

 
46 Although difficult to find using corpus-based methodologies because of their lack of 

prevalence, in KWIC and n-gram analyses I did identify some examples, e.g., ‘hemale’ 

47 Anti-Defamation League, “Hate on Display™ Hate Symbols Database,” accessed 3 May 

2021, https://www.adl.org/hate-symbols. 

48 In that it could be used to identify which groups are used more frequently, and also in 

determining which of the words for the same group are used more or less frequently, and 

thereby determine how derogatorily a group is being talked about 
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indicate, is also significantly over-used in comparison to AmE and is 

characteristic of the far-right white nationalist terrorist discourse— and also 

‘world’ and ‘man’, as well as the statistically significant over-use of the 

semantic domain ‘people’ (but not as a proper noun) in comparison to AmE. 

This humanization both aggrandises their actions, and is afforded 

disproportionately towards white people, dehumanizing racially marginalized 

people. 

The aforementioned lexical items are used in relation to both the source of 

the problem, and the reason for defence by any means necessary including 

terrorism. The breadth of scope of each of these categories (standing up not 

just for oneself, but something as meaningful and grand as humanity) props 

up the supposed validity of their purpose, and self-aggrandises their 

martyrdom or sacrifice. 

e.g. 

“[…] increasing evidence of a secret conspiracy throughout the world 

[…] it is here that the conspiracy of evil against humanity become 

recognizable.” [emphasis added] (von Brunn, 2009) 

Also significant is the context to these texts; that their act of ‘defence’ —

killing people of colour— would be in defence of humanity, implicitly 

excluding people of colour from the category of ‘humanity’, or worth 

defending. This dehumanisation is also constructed through other means, via 

relatively less active humanization. ‘People’ is used by and large for the white 
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‘in-group’; by far the most frequent n-gram of ‘people’ is ‘white people’, 

which occurs frequently enough the phrase constitutes 3.80‰ of the 

normalised corpus. Racial minorities —especially jewish people— by 

comparison, are not afforded this same humanity; the n-gram ‘Jewish people’ 

constitutes 0.07‰ of the normalised corpus, ‘black people’ 1.08‰ and 

‘hispanic people’ does not occur at all —even though whiteness and 

jewishness are talked about almost evenly. The ratio of mentions of the root 

lemma of white* to white people is 7.63 (so one in every seven and a half 

mentions of whiteness is about white people), that of black* to black people 

is one in 10.03, and for jew* to jewish people is a staggering one in 401.49. 

The theme of humanisation in this corpus serves as a vehicle for white 

supremacy —specifically antisemitism. The role of dehumanisation of people 

of colour through exclusion in far-right white nationalist discourse can serve 

to further justify that representation matters, and the important role of 

humanising (and seeing humanised) minorities in countering racist and 

bigoted ideology.  

 

Tactical Strategy 

Because of the text selection methodology and the exclusion of some bomb-

making manuals in my analysis, it is difficult to accurately quantify the 

salience of strategic and instructional content and potential of terrorist 

manifestos. The analysis does however serve to characterize the strategic 
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focus in an interesting way; even with some of the weaponry related content 

redacted or excluded, the guidance and instruction is almost exclusively 

violent. They encompass both vague and abstract direction, like generic calls 

to action, and exact specifications related to weapons and logistics, like metre 

and millimetre values. Even the generic calls to action are mostly violent —

the most operative being to ‘kill’— and still prescribe an approach to dealing 

with the ‘problem’ presupposing that only violence constitutes action.  

e.g. 

“It was there I decided to do something, it was there I decided to take 

action, to commit to force. To commit to violence.” (Tarrant, 2015) 

The more specific instructions relate mostly to weapons specifications; 

detailed instructions of unit measurements, gun specification, and calibres of 

ammunitions are being shared in these manifestos. The verbs associated with 

being instructional refer to the necessities, amenities, and equipment involved 

in plotting one’s attack —what the equipment list and specification ‘need’ to 

be like, how to ‘make’ those weapons, and what to ‘use’. 

All these indications point to the primary intention of far-right white 

nationalist terrorists being violence, maximising the death toll, over goals like 

ideological propagation, political persuasion, or inciting and motivating 

through fear (scaring people into an action like mass emigration). Manifestos 

are primarily teaching others how to be deadly and make better weapons, not 
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how to be convincing or terrorising and create better propaganda. While there 

is much cross-referencing to other manifestos, e.g. 

“In general, I support the Christchurch shooter and his manifesto.” 

(Crusius, 2019) 

there is no evidence of instruction to others how to write their own manifestos, 

like there is for instructions of how to perpetrate their own terror attack —

suggesting that creating terror and sharing their beliefs, or even writing a 

manifesto, may be secondary to the purpose of the attack. 

These findings are also corroborated by the ‘keyness’ values. The semantic 

domain ‘Warfare, defence and the army; weapons’ is the second most key, 

eclipsed only by ‘Religion and the supernatural’ which is where all the 

discussion of Judaism (or rather, antisemitism) gets grouped. Other domains 

like ‘Fear/Shock’ —which one would expect to associate with terrorism— 

are under-used (with a low log likelihood value and 337th out of 350 semantic 

domains, so not significantly under-used at that, but nonetheless clearly not a 

key presence). This all raises the question — where does the distinction lie 

between terrorism and attempted genocide? Even if we consider violent forms 

of governance and genocidal policies to be ‘politics’, how focused on 

violence can ideology get before it stops being ‘political violence’? 
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Terrorism as a Last Resort 

The last of Ware’s (2020) findings is dubbed the terrorists’ portrayal of their 

actions as “self-defence and as the last resort”2. He finds a clause about 

motivation in each of the texts he analyses where they position their act of 

violence as a sacrifice in the name of self-defence. While the present research 

does find some instances of said framing —mostly those same instances as 

identified by Ware— there are many more portrayals of terroristic or violent 

acts with other framings than the self-defence narrative, such as a positive, 

inherently noble, or gamified activity. The claim of terrorism being a last 

resort is especially superficial, with no significant amounts of the text devoted 

to themes of reluctance or desperation. ‘Warfare, defence and the army; 

weapons’, and ‘Dead’ are the second and third most over-used semantic 

domains in the corpus —terrorism is clearly discussed prevalently, but the 

desperation it is supposedly caused by is not discussed nearly as much. 

For terrorism to be discussed primarily as a last resort, one would expect the 

discourse to be characterised by themes of desperation, necessity, and finality, 

especially for those to be the primary associations with ‘terrorism’. The 

invocation of themes of necessity are tied to instructional advice for 

succeeding in the attack like ‘needing a backup weapon’ (i.e., for purposes 

that go beyond mere defence). Large and aggrandised themes of frequent 

words like ‘people’, the ‘way ’of ‘life’, ’country ’and even ‘world’ are invoked 
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as justification —implying they are at stake but lacking the themes associated 

with discourse of ‘being at stake’. There is no accompanying invocation of 

themes that convey loss, desperation, or fear thereof: ‘lack of food’, 

‘fear/shock’, ‘worry’, and that convey severity: ‘Degree: Boosters’, and 

‘Degree: Maximisers’, are each under-used or not significantly over-used. In 

fact, one of the most frequent words (7th) is the word ‘just’, which is used 

with a dual meaning, in part to indicate justice, but also in part as a minimiser.  

Hence, I argue that ‘terrorism as an act of desperation’ is a positioning they 

explicitly state but do not follow through on, and only holds true at the surface 

level but is not a deeply held belief or key to their ideology. This finding was 

only indicated through software corpus methodologies, and could use 

interdisciplinary methodologies including e.g., interviews to further 

investigate and corroborate. 

 

Europe and Politics 

As suggested by Ware (2020), the theme of Europe is present in the corpus at 

large49, and is associated with notions of ancestry and land, which is in turn 

associated with immigration, nationalism, and politics. The intersection of 

themes is evocative of the one Vossen (2020) calls ‘Land, Tradition, Culture, 

 
49 The present research did not compare the subcorpora to each other, so data on the 

distribution of theme by country of manifesto origin is limited, but a superficial search of 

each of the manifestos from a non-European country yielded multiple results for ‘Europe*’, 

so the finding does hold relevant to the whole dataset. 
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Heritage, People, Nation’. This is statistically not as frequent a theme as the 

others described by Ware (2020), nor is the associated theme of the ‘political 

landscape’, but treated as one parent theme it is quite significantly prevalent 

throughout the text. ‘Europe*’ has a frequent N-gram for ‘our European’ —

the discourse shows the far-right white nationalists feel a sense of ownership 

over Europe— as well as ‘European race’ and ‘European countries’. Europe 

is very associated with ancestry and inheritance —evocative of land, and 

culture, as well as heavily racialised. America by comparison is also treated 

as a land, as political identity, and as political territory, but is less racialised. 

The second to fourth most frequent N-grams clips of the same phrase ‘the 

fight for America’ —it is clearly framed as a battleground. The most common 

N-gram of a noun-phrase containing ‘America*’ however, is ‘American 

jobs’; there is no ‘American race’ like the ‘European race’, though both 

function at least in part as a political identity. 

Politics is also regularly invoked — ‘politics’ is one of the few key over-used 

semantic domains compared to Standard American English. However, most 

of the words in the category refer more to ideology than politics, and politics 

is discussed more in name than in an in-depth manner. The concordance 

views of the politics semantic domain show it refers to broad categories like 

‘liberal’, ‘left’, ‘conservative’, and ‘right’ rather than specific policies — 

‘education in general’, ’business’, ‘farming & horticulture’, and ‘medicines 

and medical treatment’ are each amongst the most under-used semantic 
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categories. Specific politicians are rarely named — ‘personal names’ is also 

an under-used semantic domain of the corpus. The far-right white nationalist 

manifestos use broad associations of ideological identity, rather than advocate 

for any specific politics. Just like they use broad categories of ‘Europeanness’ 

rather than a national identity, they also invoke only broad ideology and do 

not self-identify or invoke any niche politics. The only specific policies 

regularly invoked and characteristic of the discourse are genocidal, without 

much regard for the governance behind it or practical means for its 

application. In terms of terrorism as political violence, this again raises the 

question of the role of the political in far-right white nationalist terroristic 

violence, and what that means for its definition as terrorism. 

 

Most Effective Analytical Approach: Keyness vs Frequency 

The corpus-based approach has allowed for very unique findings —some that 

might otherwise be contentious to come to (e.g., the relative focus on 

antisemitism vs other types of racism), and objective quantifications 

grounded in a post-humanist perspective— which both ‘keyness’ and 

frequency analytics made useful contributions to. 

With the keyness approach, the overuse category was significantly more 

generative than the underuse category for the key lexical terms. The data 

processing procedure for keyness calculations is significantly helped with the 

spreadsheet tool developed in the present research, yet having to use two 
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programs (first Wmatrix to produce intermediary results, and then input them 

into excel) is still significantly more labour intensive and time consuming 

than being able to use a single program like AntConc. The result analysis of 

AntConc and its frequency analysis however, requiring manual codification 

of themes rather than software based automated analysis is more time 

consuming in that regard. It does though provide a more intimate familiarity 

with the text which I find ultimately to be fruitful. This is also more context 

sensitive than an automated semantic domain list, though researchers could 

just as easily manually codify Wmatrix data. Using the effective procedures 

outlined in the present research, either metric or tool would be efficient. 

The metric tool of lemma lists however, while capable of giving useful 

indicative results, are not sensitive and context specific enough to produce 

accurate results. It not including ‘jewish’ with ‘jew, jews’, and furthermore 

‘judaism’ and ‘jewess’ introduces inaccuracies which are all the more 

significant with the significance of antisemitism in the text. Future research 

with a different or broader scope should include reviewing a lemma list for 

terminology so specific and crucial to far-right and white nationalist 

discourses, as well as work to include the topic of slurs and pejoratives 

described in section 4.1.2, to ensure true software compatibility with this 

discourse 
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Conclusion 

The findings of this research have been numerous, answering some questions 

and positing some more. In regard to the linguistics, I found the corpus-

assisted discourse avenue of analysis to be a very useful methodology to 

approaching a contentious topic, that pushed me to confront a raw data output, 

and was not conducive to confirmation bias. The research showed both 

frequency and keyness analysis approaches to have significant benefits, as 

well as enabled the refinement and clear outlining of methods to mitigate the 

weakness of either approach. The research also suggests a future area of 

research in the refinement of subject specific lemma lists, which has the 

potential to greatly contribute to the emergent literature at the intersection of 

corpus linguistics and terrorism studies. 

The implications for the field of terrorism studies are perhaps more open-

ended. For those that look at terrorism as political violence, it is interesting 

how limited the discussion of politics is in the text, and how its instructional 

focus is on tactics and weaponry rather than ideology or propaganda. In 

exploring such definitional questions, this niche of study can raise compelling 

questions around what makes violence political, such as how detailed an 

abstract call to violence needs to be to constitute a policy proposal, or if the 

calls to genocide in this sample constitute a political ideology. Research 

directed at characterising the far-right is also well complemented by the 

present research. A key finding was the frequency of the theme of race, which 
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has been described in previous literature, but quite how overwhelmingly 

prevalent it is has been understated or overlooked. Furthermore, this research 

found and quantified how disproportionately this vitriol was directed at 

antisemitism specifically. This clearly situates far-right white nationalism as 

first and foremost within the field of white supremacy, and endorses seeing 

effective deradicalization and anti-racism as linked. A finding not yet 

identified in literature on terrorist manifestos is the prevalence of the theme 

of ‘humanisation’, afforded relatively exclusively to whiteness. This is 

another way in which this research links studies of terrorism and genocide, 

bridged through Nazi ideology and linguistic parallels that other research 

could clearly identify and compare. This research also builds on the finding 

in literature of ‘terrorism as a last resort’, indicating it may be more of a 

superficial narrative than a core ideological tenet. This warrants more critical 

examinations of the framing, perhaps distinguishing it from ‘terrorism as self-

defence’, and identifying its role as a tool of propaganda versus as an 

internalised part of the far-right white nationalist worldview. More generally, 

the study of far-right white nationalism benefits greatly from an inter-

disciplinary approach and has many such facets left to study. 
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Appendices 

Appendix A 

Table A. The most frequent words of the normalized corpus and their codification 

word normalize

d rank 

average relative frequency 

(‰ of the normalized 

corpus) 

code(s) 

white 1 25.10 race 

people 2 22.83 humanity  

jews 3 14.68 race 

kill 4 12.66 terrorism 

jew 5 12.64 race 

race 6 12.60 race 

just 7 11.25 minimisation + correctness 

like 8 9.07 equation + preference 

make 9 8.68 action (— instruction) 

time 10 8.54 time 

m 11 8.12 function word + unit specification (— instruction) 

know 12 8.08 knowledge 
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Table A. The most frequent words of the normalized corpus and their codification 

word normalize

d rank 

average relative frequency 

(‰ of the normalized 

corpus) 

code(s) 

world 13 8.00 humanity + transnational politics 

mm 14 7.97 unit specification (— instruction) 

life 15 7.70 sacrifice — terrorism as last resort 

black 16 7.68 race 

european 17 7.56 europe 

america 18 7.44 politics 

man 19 7.16 humanity + masculinity/gender 

country 20 7.01 europe + politics 

american 21 6.82 politics 

live 22 6.73 real time + survival — terrorism as last resort 

think 23 6.53 knowledge + perspective — political climate 

right 24 6.46 political right + entitlement + correctness 

attack 25 6.41 terrorism 

way 26 6.20 manner + direction 
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Table A. The most frequent words of the normalized corpus and their codification 

word normalize

d rank 

average relative frequency 

(‰ of the normalized 

corpus) 

code(s) 

gun 27 6.07 terrorism ( + instruction) 

don 28 6.05 function word + inaction 

use 29 6.02 function + instruction 

need 30 5.98 necessity (— terrorism as last resort) + instruction 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix B 

Table B. The top 30 key words of the corpus 

Word Over/under-use Keyness (Log Likelihood) 

jew + 199.82 

jews + 190.20 

white + 146.75 

s - 124.67 

kill + 118.76 

race + 118.32 
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Table B. The top 30 key words of the corpus 

she - 106.99 

her - 102.90 

he - 85.78 

will + 78.09 

are + 72.72 

people + 55.20 

is + 53.99 

said - 50.79 

attack + 48.55 

was - 47.51 

his - 47.02 

n't - 46.99 

gun + 44.73 

corporations + 42.10 

european + 39.39 

our + 35.45 

i + 35.19 

at - 34.60 

had - 33.53 
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Table B. The top 30 key words of the corpus 

hispanic + 31.80 

hate + 31.77 

this + 28.47 

powder + 27.08 

they + 26.13 

Politics + 35.10 

Moving, coming and going - 34.83 

Medicines and medical 

treatment 

- 32.78 

Speech: Communicative - 32.34 
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Appendix C 

Table C. Top 15 Key Semantic Domains 

Semantic Domain Over/under-use Keyness (Log Likelihood) 

Religion and the 

supernatural 

+ 175.68 

Warfare, defence and the 

army; weapons 

+ 116.67 

Dead + 111.27 

Unmatched + 57.90 

Speech acts - 51.40 

Education in general - 49.49 

Giving - 47.85 

Time: Future + 46.55 

People + 40.91 

Business: Selling - 38.47 

Time: Period - 37.76 
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Appendix D 

Table 5. Top 15 Key Parts of Speech 

POS Over/under-use Keyness (Log Likelihood) 

common noun, neutral for 

number (e.g., sheep, cod, 

headquarters) 

- 1245.72 

with, without (as 

prepositions) 

- 149.16 

possessive pronoun, pre-

nominal (e.g., my, your, our) 

- 500.84 

singular common noun (e.g., 

book, girl) 

- 29.94 

proper noun, neutral for 

number (e.g., IBM, Andes) 

- 195.99 

before-clause marker (e.g. in 

order (that), in order (to)) 

- 164.42 

general preposition - 112.20 

prep. adv., catenative (about 

in be about to) 

- 84.74 

article (e.g., the, no) - 195.29 
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Table 5. Top 15 Key Parts of Speech 

-ing participle catenative 

(going in be going to) 

+ 10.18 

infinitive (e.g., to give... It 

will work...) 

- 175.33 

possessive pronoun, pre-

nominal (e.g., my, your, our) 

- 28.39 

modal catenative (ought, 

used) 

+ 131.35 

quasi-nominal adverb of 

time (e.g., now, tomorrow) 

+ 0.43 

has + 7.97 
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Appendix E 
  

Figure E. The top 30 lemma list results with a grammatical stoplist on. 


