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Is There a Language of Terrorists? A Comparative 
Manifesto Analysis

Julia Ebner , Chris Kavanagh  and Harvey Whitehouse 

Department of Anthropology and Museum Ethnography, University of Oxford, Oxford, UK

ABSTRACT
Previous research has shown that identity fusion can motivate violent 
self-sacrifice when the group is threatened. In this study we con-
ducted an ethnographic content analysis of fifteen manifestos – 
expressing varied levels of extremism – to examine whether fusion 
and other relevant variables can be reliably identified and if the 
predictions of the fusion-plus-threat model are supported. Our find-
ings indicate that linguistic proxies for identity fusion combined with 
mediating and moderating variables such as existential threat narra-
tives, violence-condoning group norms and dehumanizing vocabulary, 
can be reliably identified and are more prevalent in the documents 
of would-be terrorists. This method may contribute to predicting the 
likelihood that individuals will engage in acts of violent extremism.

Assessing the language and narratives in the written communications of terrorists, 
including manifestos associated with violent attacks, may help to establish a foundation 
for improving detection and prevention practices in the field of counter-terrorism. 
Over the past decades, security and intelligence services, as well as social media com-
panies, have tried to gain a better understanding of the communication patterns 
demonstrated amongst violent extremist and terrorists.1 Despite the high level of interest 
and stakes involved with establishing linguistic cues that can serve as early detection 
mechanisms to help prevent violence, there continues to be only a limited amount of 
published research in this area. This systematic manifesto analysis seeks to help address 
this gap in the research literature. Although we do not claim that our framework will 
have the predictive power to reliably single out every would-be terrorist, it could 
provide a useful tool within linguistic diagnostics, complemented with other forms of 
intelligence to narrow down potential targets of investigations. Given that security 
forces have limited capacity to conduct investigations and there is often an excess of 
textual data available, producing effective linguistic analysis tools is crucial to helping 
counter terrorism units to act more efficiently. Most importantly, the tool we have 
developed is theory driven, based on extensive previous research on the psychological 
drivers of violent extremism.

The likelihood that someone puts their life on the line for a group has been linked 
to identity fusion – an extreme form of group alignment whereby an individual’s 
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personal identity merges entirely with the group identity.2 Numerous previous studies 
have shown that high levels of identity fusion predict willingness to fight and die for 
the group when it is imperiled.3 Both non-state armed insurgents and conventional 
military groups in theaters of conflict in the Middle East have repeatedly demonstrated 
that fusion is a reliable predictor of actual violent self-sacrifice, as opposed to merely 
the endorsement of it.4 The same phenomenon has been observed with groups as 
diverse as Islamist fundamentalists in Indonesia5, farmers in Cameroon6, college fra-
ternities in the U.S.7 and Football hooligans in Britain and Brazil.8 Despite the growing 
body of evidence linking fusion to violent self-sacrifice, its potential applications in 
counter-extremism efforts remain underexplored.

Our study is based on the fusion-plus-threat model9 which integrates previous 
empirical findings on group alignment and identity, psychological kinship, and paro-
chial altruism to form a theory that makes specific predictions about the role of 
in-group identity fusion and out-group threat perception as drivers of violent extrem-
ism. According to this theory, extreme ideological commitment or ‘radicalization’, in 
the absence of fusion plus threat, would be much weaker predictors of violent extrem-
ism.10 Predictive power is expected to be increased further when measures of relevant 
moderators of the relationship between fusion-plus-threat and violent extremism are 
available, such as violence-condoning norms.11

The model implies that reliable means of measuring identity fusion, perceptions 
of existential threat, and violence-condoning norms could help identify individuals 
at risk of carrying out terrorist attacks. Previous studies have used a wide variety of 
psychometric measures to assess these variables, but all rely on the willing partici-
pation of study participants. It is obviously impractical in most situations to persuade 
members of illegal groups or extremist networks, including those that condone or 
utilize violence, to provide honest answers to questions using measures of this kind. 
Consequently, in this paper we explore whether linguistic markers found in actual 
terrorist manifestos can serve as reliable measures of fusion, threat, and willingness 
to condone the use of violence and if the predicted relationships are observed between 
these variables.

With the aim of identifying text-based predictors of terrorist actions, we conducted 
a qualitative ethnographic assessment of fifteen manifestos produced by individuals 
who engaged in violent self-sacrifice as well as ideologically extreme and moderate 
manifestos that were not followed by violent self-sacrifice by their authors. Our study 
included the manifestos of the terrorists behind the 2011 Norway attacks, the 2014 
Isla Vista killings (U.S.), the 2015 Charleston shooting (U.S.), the 2019 Christchurch 
mosque attacks (N.Z.), the 2019 attacks in Halle (Germany), Poway (U.S.) and El Paso 
(U.S.) as well as publications by NSDAP leader Adolf Hitler and the prominent jihadist 
revolutionary Sayyid Qutb. We also included manifestos of ideologically extreme but 
nonviolent authors such as the writings of Norwegian far-right blogger Fjordman, the 
Islamist ideologue Yusuf al-Quaradawi and Marx and Engel’s Communist Party 
Manifesto, as well as ideologically moderate manifestos by civil rights movement leader 
Martin Luther King Jr, feminist thinker Simone de Beauvoir and climate activist Greta 
Thunberg.

Patterns in the narratives and language used in the manifestos were identified, 
distilled, and categorized by the lead author to allow for a comparative analysis. 100 
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sample phrases identified from the extracted manifesto content which had been iden-
tified as representative of relevant coding categories were subsequently collected. These 
phrases were then coded independently to investigate the coherence of the coding 
categories and the reliability of independent assessments. More specifically, an 
Intercoder Reliability (ICR) analysis was conducted – first by two subject area experts 
and second, by twenty-four non-expert coders.12

Preventing acts of terrorism requires a reliable method of identifying would-be 
terrorists before they carry out attacks. Even if extreme ideology is frequently associ-
ated with terrorist violence it is not a necessary condition and its causal role has not 
been well established. Moreover, in recent years, a number of researchers have warned 
that the role of ideology in radicalization has been exaggerated in counter-extremism 
approaches.13

As the effort to link terrorist and extremist profiles has been inconclusive14, research-
ers studying radicalization have increasingly turned their attention to potential 
psycho-social drivers. Wikotorowicz called the matching of individual factors and group 
factors ‘frame alignment’ – i.e. when an individual’s ‘cognitive opening’ coincides with 
the narrative offered by an extremist group.15 Sageman divided radicalization into a 
four-stages process: “a sense of moral outrage, interpreted in a specific way, which 
resonates with one’s personal experiences, and is channelled through group dynamics, 
both face-to-face and online”.16 Likewise, Ranstorp described radicalization as a “mul-
tifaceted combination of push-pull factors involving a combination of sociopsychological 
factors, political grievance, religious motivation and discourse, identity politics and 
triggering mechanisms”.17

We use the term “self-sacrificial violence” to describe violent pro-group behaviors 
that entail risk to life and limb for the perpetrators, regardless of whether they sub-
scribe to ideological extreme beliefs or not. Self-sacrificial violence may therefore 
include acts of terrorism as a form of homicidal self-sacrifice and other expressions 
of violent outgroup hostility.18 Our study applies the term “ideological extremism” 
based on the Institute for Strategic Dialogue’s extremism definition:

Extremism is the advocacy of a system of belief that claims the superiority and dominance 
of one identity-based ‘in-group’ over all ‘out-groups.’ It advances a dehumanising ‘othering’ 
mind-set incompatible with pluralism and universal human rights.19

Using Language to Detect Would-Be Terrorists

Quantitative and systematic linguistic analyses of violent and nonviolent manifestos 
are scarce. There have been several publications that analyzed the themes, narratives 
and language of individual terrorist manifestos but these previous works did not per-
form a comparative analysis.20 The most extensive linguistic analysis of terrorist man-
ifestos was conducted by researchers at Uppsala University in 2016.21 Their study 
focuses on “leakage warning behavior” (or simply “leakage”), which describes the 
intentional or unintentional signaling of planned violence in public or nonpublic 
communications. The purpose of the leakage that was observed in the study with the 
perpetrators ranges from attention-seeking, coping with anxiety related to the impending 
act, or the desire to memorialize one’s deed beyond one’s death.
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The Uppsala group used the text analysis tool Linguistic Inquiry and Word Count 
(LIWC) to assess the patterns in written documents authored by ten different lone 
terror offenders prior to their engagement in violence. Words were coded in psycho-
logically meaningful categories, yielding eight indicators of the drives and emotions 
that preceded violent attacks: the use of big words, i.e. words longer than six letters 
have been found to be indicative of psychological detachment (e.g. degeneration, 
resistance, overconsumption), the use of personal pronouns, in particular third personal 
plurals (e.g. they, their, them), expressions of emotions, including the ratio of positive 
emotions (e.g. happy, good, pretty) to negative emotions (e.g. hate, enemy, worthless) 
and anger words (e.g. hate, kill, annoyed), words related to friends (e.g. buddy, neigh-
bor, brother), certainty (always, never) and power (e.g. superior, bully, weak). The 
identified communication features were also compared with those found in natural 
conversations.22

The results of this computerized textual analysis of manifestos offers an illustration 
of the use in exploring the language and narrative patterns in terrorist manifestos. 
One significant limitation of the Uppsala method, however, is that the approach was 
not well-grounded theoretically and did not test predictions based on previous 
evidence-based research. For instance, although the authors highlight the category 
“friends” as an important one that emerges from their analysis, and even quote “brother” 
and “buddy” as example terms, they do not reference any previous work on psycho-
logical kinship or fusion theory. Likewise, the study cites linguistic markers of cognitive 
processes – in particular “the simplification of complex matters” – without linking its 
findings to established measures of cognitive complexity such as Integrative 
Complexity (IC).23

Another limitation of this study stems from the timing of the publication. As the 
analysis was completed in 2015, it does not include the manifestos of more recent 
high-profile lone actors, such as those that were posted in the run-up to the attacks 
in Christchurch, Poway, Halle, and El Paso. The authors similarly acknowledge that 
future work looking at linguistic cues should seek to include a range of manifestos 
for analysis, as well as comparing differences individually with their categories as a 
potential foundation.

Another important and more recent contribution to the analysis of the content of 
terrorist manifestos was made by Jacob Ware of the International Center for 
Counter-Terrorism who carried out a qualitative analysis of the manifestos of 
extreme-right terrorists.24 According to Ware, recurring themes in the manifestos were 
an alleged “clash of civilisations” between races or religions, the importance of the 
preservation of European culture, the political climate, and the portrayal of terrorism 
as both self-defense and a last resort. While this analysis focused on thematic patterns, 
it did not assess technical linguistic characteristics.25

Thus, in contrast to these previous comparative manifesto-related studies which 
were not clearly theoretically grounded, the following analysis presented in this paper 
seeks to ground our qualitative and linguistic analytical approach using the recently 
developed fusion-plus-threat model.26 In so doing we seek to provide a potentially 
more generalizable approach to identifying linguistic markers in narratives that are 
capable of predicting violent as opposed to nonviolent outcomes. Our hope is that we 
can build on the valuable existing research that we outline above and trigger wider 
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discussion concerning the content and linguistic cues in violent versus nonviolent 
manifestos, rooting our analysis in an evidence-based framework.

A plausible diagnostic marker for high levels of fusion in written or verbal form 
is the presence of language emphasizing relations of kinship or familial ties (e.g. sib-
lingship) among group members. Research on identity fusion from the outset has 
emphasized the link with family ties and feelings of brotherhood and sisterhood in 
fused groups.27 Studies comparing pathways to fusion among large samples of identical 
and fraternal twins indicate that perceptions of shared biology as well as shared expe-
rience contribute to identity fusion.28 Studies among survivors of atrocities also show 
that feelings of psychological kinship mediate the relationship between fusion and 
self-sacrificial behaviors.29 The pervasive use of metaphors of kinship when talking 
about the in-group and its members can thus indicate heightened levels of identity 
fusion, and associated willingness to engage in extreme pro-group behavior, including 
violence and terrorism.30 There is therefore a compelling theoretical rationale for 
treating expressions of kinship relatedness among members of groups as indicators of 
high levels of fusion.

Fusion is thought to be more effective at motivating extreme pro-group behavior 
than group identification.31 A long tradition of research in the field of social identity 
examining how people bond with groups, indicates that group identification is a 
depersonalizing process.32 Thus, when a person highly identifies with a given group 
identity and that identity is made salient, their personal identity becomes less salient 
implying a hydraulic relationship between the personal and group identities.33 However, 
more recent research showed that identification is primarily based on sharing identity 
markers with other members of a group such as beliefs and practices, while identity 
fusion derives from sharing traits or experiences that define the personal self, such as 
life-defining experiences as in the case of persecuted or embattled groups.34

Consequently, a strong conflict between self-interest and group needs can generate 
a dilemma that may more readily be resolved in a self-preserving manner when iden-
tification rather than fusion is the dominant form of group alignment and deperson-
alization is not evident. Fused individuals, by contrast, due to the synergistic nature 
of the self and group bonds appear more willing to take extreme actions to protect 
the group as if it is equivalent to their personal self.35 While strong group identification 
often occurs in tandem with high levels of identity fusion, our theoretical framework 
based on previous research36 leads to that prediction that in the presence of threat 
fusion rather than identification is more often a potent driver of violent extremism.

It is theoretically and methodologically important to be able to distinguish between 
the two forms of group alignment when attempting to explore signals of willingness 
to conduct personally life-threatening acts of violent outgroup hostility, rather than 
merely endorsing such acts philosophically or issuing hollow threats. An important 
caveat is that, according to our framework, fusion alone is not sufficient to motivate 
outgroup violence. We also do not claim that the fusion-plus-threat model is the only 
way of explaining violent self-sacrifice, since it is possible that other motivators may 
be sufficient, ranging from violence endorsing group norms to psychosis and suicid-
alism37. Nevertheless, to the extent that the fusion-plus-threat model explains much 
of the variation in this domain, it is vital to develop a set of diagnostic tools for early 
prevention.
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This manifesto analysis applies the predictions of fusion theory by exploring whether 
the language found in different types of manifestos could be used as diagnostic tool 
in prediction of violent extremism. In the process, we take care to disambiguate 
linguistic markers of fusion and identification, and to clarify which clustering of other 
relevant variables demonstrate mediating connections between group bonding indi-
cators and violent outcomes, and which do not. Using the fusion-plus-threat framework 
for predicting violent self-sacrifice,38 the hypothesis is that a higher degree of identity 
fusion language, coupled with potential moderator variables (detailed in Figure 2), 
increases the likelihood that individuals will carry out violent pro-group action. 
Importantly, the fusion plus threat framework as the name indicates, argues that 
fusion alone is unlikely to predict violent self-sacrifice without threat or relevant 
group values. This means that manifestos that led to acts of self-sacrificial violence 
would be predicted to include more fusion language than those in the categories 
“ideologically extreme non-violent” and “moderate non-violent”.

To capture potential variables of interest, including proposed moderators of the 
pathway from fusion to violence, we coded for linguistic indicators of i) Group 
Alignment, ii) Out-Group Entitativity, iii) Out-Group Threat, iv) Violence Condoning 
Norms, and v) Threats of Violence. See Table 2 for full descriptions and Figures 1 
and 2 for visual representations of the proposed relationships between relevant vari-
ables. Of particular note due to being frequently cited factors that might contribute 
to an escalation toward violence include:

1.	 Perceived out-group entitativity,39 which will be traced via the use of “us versus 
them” narratives40, in particular the use of language that insults, demonizes or 
dehumanizes an entire out-group,41

2.	 perceived out-group threat,42 which may manifest itself in narratives of an exis-
tential threat posed to the in-group,43 the belief in a conspiracy of the outgroup,44 
or the belief in an inevitable war between the in- and out-group,45 and

3.	 violence condoning norms,46 which may include the justification of violence, 
the glorification of violence via martyrdom narratives or the so-called “warrior 
mentality”,47 the identification with a violent role model,48 and perceived hope-
lessness of alternative solutions.49

We treated calls to violence as distinct from violence condoning norms, since 
adhering to norms condoning violence does not necessarily mean that one considers 
violence the best method of securing the group’s present interests. Moreover, it is 
important to recognize that merely threatening violence is no guarantee that one will 
actually engage in violence. While many governments and intelligence agencies tradi-
tionally focus on detecting explicit threats of violence and expressed support for 
terrorism in their prevention and intervention efforts,50 we argue that this variable 
alone may not represent a reliable predictor of actual violence. In online communities 
many calls to violence remain no more than empty threats or efforts at sarcasm, while 
an increasing number of today’s violent extremists have become more cautious in their 
use of threatening language to circumvent detection mechanisms and removal policies.51 
Our fusion-plus-threat based framework thus aims to serve as an alternative or com-
plementary prediction model that can potentially identify higher risk combinations of 
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language. Tracking the direct calls to violence in terrorist manifestos, however, remains 
important as it allows us to examine how this variable interacts with other factors 
and clarify when this variable correlates with actual violence.

Manifesto Selection and Coding

Fifteen manifestos were selected for the analysis on a scale from violent self-sacrificial 
to nonviolent to allow for comparative analysis across different types of writings. The 
selected ideologically extreme (violent and nonviolent) manifestos differ in ideological 
leanings and cover anti-Muslim, anti-Semitic, misogynist and jihadist documents while 
the moderate (nonviolent) manifestos cover prominent feminist, environmental and 
anti-racist texts. All assessed text-based documents are comparable in three aspects: 
their declaration of political or ideological views, the expressed urgency of their polit-
ical or ideological message, and their targeting of public audiences.1 While all of the 
authors called for radical change, the tactics they pursued to reach them varied widely 
following the publication of their statements. We limited the total number of analyzed 
manifestos to fifteen due to the limited availability of terrorist manifestos, access 
restrictions to such documents, as well as researcher time considerations. A total of 
over 4000 pages were manually reviewed.

A range of terrorist manifestos were selected for inclusion to capture relevant 
high-profile violent attacks that occurred after the 2011 Breivik attack in Norway, 
where the perpetrators have left behind manifestos or extensive letters about their 
motivations. As Jacob Ware observed in a recent report, the use of manifestos by 

Figure 2.  Proposed relationship between fusion and violence.

Figure 1.  Proposed relationships between group alignment and behavioral outcome.
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terrorists has increased in recent years.52 However, it is worth noting that manifestos 
are more commonly used by extreme-right terrorists than by violence perpetrators of 
other ideological leanings. Our observation was that while ISIS frequently claimed 
responsibility for attacks ex-post via their Amaq News Agency or its propagandists, 
terrorist manifestos similar to the ones examined in this study are predominately a 
far-right phenomenon.2

One explanation of the discrepancy in the use of manifestos by perpetrators of 
different ideological backgrounds may lie in the frequency of copy-cat terrorism, where 
a perpetrator helps to inspire the next through their manifestos and attacks, which is 
more prevalent among the extreme-right. When the Norwegian terrorist Anders Behring 
Breivik published his 1500-pages manifesto before launching his attack on 22 July 2011 
he initiated a phenomenon of posting documentation prior to far-right attacks that 
cannot be observed with jihadist perpetrators (Hoffman 2020). A New York Times 
investigation found that the majority of white terrorists since 2011 referred to previous 
right-wing attackers and their manifestos in their written communications (Cai & 
Landon 2019). Indeed, during the drafting of this manuscript there was another mass 
shooting in Buffalo, New York, that resulted in 10 fatalities. The accused shooter, 
Payton S. Gendron, composed a 180-page manifesto which was reported to have pla-
giarized about 57 percent of the ideological sections from previous sources, especially 
the Christchurch shooter manifesto.53

While jihadist attackers have often been found to be inspired by political and theo-
logical manifestos written by Islamist ideologues, they do not tend to leave behind 
manifestos themselves (Ayad, Amarasingam & Alexander 2021). Violent self-sacrifice 
is not limited to terrorists however. Although not classifiable as terrorist manifestos, 
Hitler’s Mein Kampf and Sayyid Qutb’s Milestones are writings by authors who subse-
quently participated in the planning of acts of extreme violence.

All the manifestos used in this study were coded on a spectrum from violent to 
nonviolent texts which reflects the different pathways based on the fusion-plus-threat 
model, our analysis then distinguishes between three types of manifestos:

•	 Violent self-sacrificial manifestos: texts written by authors who committed acts 
of self-sacrificial violence.

•	 Ideologically extreme (nonviolent) manifestos: political texts written by authors 
who did not commit acts of self-sacrificial violence but adhered to extremist 
group ideologies.

•	 Moderate (nonviolent) manifestos: political texts written by authors who did not 
commit acts of self-sacrificial violence and did not adhere to extremist group 
ideologies (Table 1).

Narrative Coding

The manifestos were analyzed with a view to detecting fusion, threat, as well as other 
variables of interest that might impact or complement the fusion-violence link (see 
Figure 1). Drawing on this theoretically-grounded assessment, we used the following 
five meta category narratives and thirteen sub-category narratives (see Table 2) for 
our systematic coding of manifesto content.3
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Based on the above identified meta-category narratives and sub-category narratives, 
each manifesto was coded to indicate whether the identified narrative categories were 
present or absent in each manifesto. We did not include specific counts of occurrences 
at this stage, as the quantitative assessment of all manifestos will be performed in a 
subsequent NLP analysis. To allow for an Intercoder Reliability Analysis in the next 
step, we collected at least one evidence sentence from each coded narrative occurrence 
in each manifesto.

Intercoder Reliability Analysis

To test the coherence of our coding framework and assess the reliability of all narrative 
categories, we conducted an Intercoder Reliability (ICR) analysis. Using our set of 
collected evidence sentences representative of each coded narrative (overall 265 evidence 
sentences), we extracted 100 randomly selected coded phrases from all fifteen mani-
festos. All narrative categories were represented in our set of coded sample phrases. 
We randomized the sequence in which the sentences appeared and removed any 
mentions of authors and pages.

During the first stage of the ICR analysis, the lead author as well as two indepen-
dent expert coders received the 100 anonymized, randomized sample phrases, which 
they needed to code based on a coding manual that outlined the coding procedure 
and explained the pre-selected narrative classifications.

Coder 1 was Graham Macklin, Assistant Professor at the Center for Research on 
Extremism (C-REX) at the University of Oslo. Coder 2 was Jacob Davey, Research 
Manager specialized in far-right extremism at the Institute for Strategic Dialogue. The 
expert coders received the anonymized Excel sheets and the coding manual and 
returned their coding of the 100 random sample phrases. For each sample phrase the 
coders could select up to two narrative classifications from a dropdown list or select 
the answers “others” or “none”, in case they felt that none of the pre-selected narratives 
fit the sample phrase. In the end, the percent agreement of the independent expert 
coding with the lead author’s original coding was calculated.

Table 1. M anifesto coding.
Author Description Length Coding Category

Anders Behring Breivik Manifesto of the Norway attacks, 2011 1500 pages Violent Self-Sacrificial
Elliot Rodger Manifesto of the Isla Vista killings, 2014 140 pages Violent Self-Sacrificial
Dylann Roof Manifesto of the Charleston shooting, 2015 5 pages Violent Self-Sacrificial
Brenton Tarrant Manifesto of the Christchurch mosque attacks, 

2019
74 pages Violent Self-Sacrificial

Stephan Baillet Manifesto of the Halle synagogue shooting, 
2019

11 pages Violent Self-Sacrificial

John Earnest Manifesto of the Poway synagogue attack, 
2019

11 pages Violent Self-Sacrificial

Patrik Crusius Manifesto of the El Paso attack, 2019 5 pages Violent Self-Sacrificial
Adolf Hitler Mein Kampf, 1925 720 pages Violent Self-Sacrificial
Sayyid Qutb Milestones, 1964 160 pages Violent Self-Sacrificial
Karl Marx and Friedrich 

Engels
Manifesto of the Communist Party, 1848 30 pages Ideologically Extreme

Yusuf al-Qaradawi The Lawful and Prohibited in Islam, 1960 177 pages Ideologically Extreme
Fjordman Defeating Eurabia, 2008 343 pages Ideologically Extreme
Simone de Beauvoir The Second Sex, 1949 978 pages Moderate
Martin Luther King Jr. I Have a Dream, 1963 3 pages Moderate
Greta Thunberg Our House is on Fire, 2019 3 pages Moderate
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Table 2. N arrative classifications and definitions.
Meta -Category Sub-Category Definition

Group alignment In-Group 
Identification

In-Group Identification describes an individual’s sense of belonging to a 
defined group in social psychology (Pennebaker and Chung 2008). 
Previous studies found that in-group identification can be reflected in 
the use of first-person plural pronouns such as “we”, “us”, “our”.54

In-Group Identity 
Fusion

In-Group Identity Fusion is a socio-psychological concept that describes 
a process where an individual’s identity merges with the group 
identity. This dynamic is usually characterized by the use metaphors 
of kinship and family relatedness when talking about the in-group: 
e.g. words such as "brother", "sister", "loyalty" “family” “sons” 
“daughters” “our blood” “brotherhood” “motherland” “fatherland” might 
be used to talk about the in-group and/or fellow group members.55

Out-Group 
Entitativity

Out-Group Slurs Out-Group Slurs are derogatory terms used in the context of hate 
speech and extremist texts.56 They are offensive labels used to 
describe an entire group of people based on their ethnicity, race, 
gender, religion or sexuality.57 Well known examples are “kike”, “kufar”, 
“infidel”, “fag”, “negro”, “spic”, “the Jew”, the n-word or similar terms.58

Out-Group 
Demonization

Out-Group Demonization describes “the attribution of basic destructive 
qualities to the other“,59 or the blaming of the out-group for the 
personal misfortunes or the in-group.60 It usually involves the framing 
of an out-group as bad, hostile or threatening to the in-group. For 
example, studies explain that depictions of Jews as the “devil”, “sly 
conspirators”, “greedy Shylocks” or “vengeful beneficiaries” have been 
used to demonize them as a dangerous out-group.61

Out-Group 
Dehumanization

Out-Group Dehumanization “involves viewing others as less than 
human”, for example by describing them as or comparing them with 
animals.62 Beyond the literal comparison with animals such as 
“monkey”, “donkey, “dog”, non-human related words applied to 
members of an out-group such as “creature”, “tame” and “breed” could 
also be indicative of out-group demunisation.63

Out-Group Threat Existential Threat 
to In-Group

Existential Threat to In-Group summarizes the idea of the in-group 
being threatened with physical or symbolic collective annihilation.64 
This might express itself in the belief that the in-group is facing a 
genocide or coordinated attack: for instance, some far-right extremist 
groups argue that white populations are facing an existential threat 
because they are dying out demographically due to immigration, 
abortion, and violence against whites.65

Belief in 
Out-Group 
Conspiracy

Belief in Out-Group Conspiracy denotes a functionally integrated mental 
system which assumes that “a group of actors collude in secret to 
reach malevolent goals”.66 A linguistic analysis of the subreddit   r/
conspiracy found that compared to the control group the conspiracy 
theory community made more frequent use of words related to the 
categories “crime”, “stealing” and “law”.67

Belief in 
Inevitable War

Belief in Inevitable War involves the idea that a war of races, religions, 
cultures or other opposing groups is looming above the in-group and 
cannot be prevented, or that a war between the in- and out-group is 
already under way. Inevitable war narratives are closely linked to 
“Accelerationism”, which describes the desire to trigger a looming and 
inevitable violent escalation of existing tensions and societal 
collapse.68

Violence 
Condoning 
Norms

Justification of 
Violence

Justification of Violence include rational or emotional reasonings of why 
resorting to violence is the best or only solution.69 For example, 
research highlighted group norms within jihadist groups that 
suggested a moral justification of terrorism and violent action via the 
ideas of preemptive action, self-defense or escape from a deleterious 
condition that requires an immediate action.70

Martyrdom 
Narrative

Martyrdom Narrative describes the glorification of violence and 
terrorism by framing past or future violent action by in-group 
members against the out-group as heroic, selfless acts that serve a 
bigger purpose. For example, the language and symbolism of 
martyrdom might appear in the form of references to “heroic 
martyrs”, “resistance”, “self-sacrifice” or “dying in glory”.71

(Continued)



Studies in Conflict & Terrorism 611

This first expert intercoder review yielded an intercoder reliability of over 80 percent 
for most narrative sub-categories, and over 90 percent for most meta-categories. The 
results for identity fusion, calls to violence, out-group dehumanization, out-group 
demonization, existential threat, martyrdom narrative and violent role model were 
particularly promising. A debrief with the expert coders was used to address areas of 
disagreement or misunderstanding related to the coding.

To further assess the reliability and coherence of our categories, the same intercoder 
review process was then repeated with twenty-four independent non-expert coders. In 
addition to providing an independent test this second analysis allowed us to compare 
coding consistency levels with non-expert coders possessing limited expertise and 
experience with the narratives and language used by violent extremists. Based on 
feedback provided by the expert coders, the category “generalization” was replaced 
with the new narrative category “out-group slurs”. The final ICR results based on the 
calculated percent agreement of the 24 non-expert coders showed a reliability rate of 
over 90 percent for almost all narrative meta categories and sub categories (Table 3).

Results

Our coding of the manifestos exposed a range of overarching trends in the narratives 
and language that run through violent self-sacrificial manifestos as opposed to those 
found in ideologically extreme or moderate nonviolent manifestos.

Table 2.  Continued.
Meta -Category Sub-Category Definition

Violent Role 
Model

Violent Role Models may be mentioned in manifestos by invoking 
well-known perpetrators of genocidal violence as sources of 
inspiration.72 For example, authors might indicate support of 
previously successful terrorists by expressing identification, support or 
admiration (e.g. “I admire”, “I salute”, “I support”, naming someone 
“Saint”, “God”, etc.) for previous terrorists.73

Hopelessness of 
Alternative 
Solutions

Hopelessness of Alternative Solutions summarizes the perceived failure 
of nonviolent solutions such as political, diplomatic or other peaceful 
activist means. Authors of manifestos may indicate that they have 
“nothing to lose” or that “democracy/politics have failed” and 
therefore resort to more extreme solutions.74

Violence Threats Calls to Violence Calls to Violence cover announcements of violence and/or extreme 
self-sacrifice committed by the author as well as calls that encourage 
the manifesto’s readers to engage in violence and/or self-sacrifice 
against a defined out-group. Words such as “kill”, “shoot”, “hang”, 
“bomb”, “slaughter” or “assassinate” may be indicative but calls to 
violence may also reference specific weapons such as “sniper rifles”, 
“ammonium nitrate”, etc.75

Table 3. I ntercoder reliability (ICR) analysis results: experts and non-experts.
Meta Category Mean Expert ICR Mean Non-Expert ICR

In-Group Identification 94% 93%
In-Group Identity Fusion 94% 96%
Calls to Violence 92% 100%
Out-Group Slurs N/A 96%
Out-Group Demonization 92% 88%
Out-Group Dehumanization 94% 97%
Out-Group Threat 91% 96%
Violence Condoning Norms 97% 93%
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Fusion and Threat

In accordance with the fusion-plus-threat model for predicting violent extremism, 
indicators of fusion were highly prevalent in violent self-sacrificial manifestos. Eight 
out of nine authors of violent self-sacrificial manifestos used kinship language when 
referring to other members of the in-group. For example, Breivik asked: “How many 
of our sisters have and will be raped by Muslims?”.76 He repeatedly referred to fellow 
white Europeans as “brothers and sisters” who he claimed have been “ravaged robbed, 
beaten, terrorised”.77 Breivik also warned that race-mixing would lead “the eternal loss 
of your extended ethnic family”.78 Earnest called the “true anons”, the followers of the 
far-right online community on the/pol imageboard on 8chnan, his brothers: “To the 
true anons out there (you know who you are). You are the product of/pol/—the product 
of unadulterated truth. You are my brothers and the best dudes out there”.79 Ample 
evidence of kinship language could also be found in the texts of Hitler and Qutb. While 
Hitler referred to fellow Germans as brothers, Qutb described other Muslim believers 
as brothers whose bonds become stronger than those of biological kinship. He wrote: 
“When the relationship of the belief is established, whether there by any relationship 
of blood or not, the Believers become like brothers.”80Metaphors of shared blood was 
another fusion indicator that was commonly used in violent self-sacrificial texts. Roof 
wrote that there is “good white blood” in Uruguay, Argentina, Chile and Brazil that is 
“worth saving”.81 Earnest directed his manifesto in part to his “brothers in blood”.82

Perhaps the most notable result from our coding was that in-group identity fusion 
proxies based on our psychological kinship measures did not occur in nonviolent 
manifestos, whether ideologically extreme or moderate in nature. Instead, fusion proxies 
were detected in moderate manifestos only when used in reference to the whole of 
humanity. For instance, Martin Luther King Jr referred to white people as “our broth-
ers” and expressed his hope for black boys and girls “to join hands with white boys 
and girls as sisters and brothers”.83 He said: “I have a dream that one day on the red 
hills of Georgia, the sons of former slaves and the sons of former slave owners will 
be able to sit down together at the table of brotherhood“. Al Qaradawi spoke both of 
a “brotherhood of Islâm” and a wider “brotherhood in humanity”.84 As noted earlier, 
fusion itself is not a predictor of violence and only becomes so when linked to out-
group threat, mediated by violence-condoning norms.

In contrast to in-group identity fusion proxies, which were restricted to violent 
material, forms of in-group identification could be observed across all types of man-
ifestos, including the moderate ones. Simone de Beauvoir’s gender-based identification 
with women, Martin Luther King Jr’s race-based identification with Black people and 
Greta Thunberg’s age-based identification with the young generations were akin to 
Al-Qaradawi’s religious identification with Muslims and Fjordman’s ethno-cultural 
identification with native Europeans. Figure 3 shows the high degree of fusion-plus-
threat (89 percent) detected in the manifestos of violent authors (classified as 
“self-sacrificial violent”), as well as their absence (0 percent) in the manifestos of 
nonviolent (“ideologically extreme” and “moderate”) authors. It also illustrates the 
contrasting results for identification-plus-threat markers, which were common across 
all types of manifestos. Of the 78 percent of violent self-sacrificial manifestos exhibiting 
identification-plus-threat 100 percent also exhibited fusion-plus-threat, which is 
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consistent with our interpretation that fusion rather than identification is indeed driving 
violent behavior.

The idea of a threat against the in-group was a highly prevalent trait in violent 
self-sacrificial texts. Eight out of nine violent self-sacrificial manifestos included nar-
ratives of an existential threat against the in group. Two in three of the ideologically 
extreme manifestos and one of the three moderate manifestos (Thunberg) also included 
an existential threat narrative. However, Thunberg’s speech warned of a threat faced 
by the whole of humankind rather than an in-group. “I want you to act as if the 
house is on fire. Because it is“, Thunberg said85 but she also continued: “now we all 
have a choice. We can create transformational action that will safeguard the future 
living conditions for humankind. Or we can continue with our business as usual and 
fail. That is up to you and me“.86

Words such as “exterminated”, “under siege” and replaced” were used to describe an 
existential threat to the in-group. “Europe is under siege by Islam” 87, Breivik wrote and 
described an existential threat to Native Europeans from a “genocidal and evil regime 
committed to wiping out everything European”.88 Earnest warned that” we are running 
out of time. If this revolution doesn’t happen soon, we won’t have the numbers to win 
it.”89 Tarrant mentioned “an invasion on a level never seen before in history”.90 He wrote 
that “we must return to replacement fertility levels, or it will kill us”.91 Roof painted the 
picture of a civil war, claiming that “white people are being murdered daily in the 
streets”92 and Baillet spoke of “suppressed Whites”.93 Similarly, Earnest was afraid of “the 
destruction of my race”94 and Crusius implied that his country was about to fall.95 Hitler 
wrote about “the Jewish menace” and warned that “if, through his Marxist faith, the 
Jew conquers the peoples of this world, his crown will be the death and destruction of 
all mankind”.96 Qutb’s blamed Western regimes for trying to “shake the foundations of 
Islamic beliefs and then gradually to demolish the structure of Muslim society“.97

Threat narratives also came in the form of beliefs in an out-group conspiracy and 
inevitable war. Eight out of nine violent self-sacrificial texts contained ideas about a 
conspiracy of the out-group, while among the ideologically extreme it was only one 
out of three and none within the group of moderate manifestos. Example language 
that was indicative of conspiracy myths were “betrayal”, “sold us”, “collude against”, 
“conspire”, “fake”, “fraud”, “corrupt”. Inevitable war narratives were explicitly mentioned 

Figure 3.  Group alignment detected in analyzed manifestos.
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in six out of nine violent self-sacrificial manifestos, while it did not play a role in 
nonviolent manifestos. The idea of an inevitable war was expressed in words such as 
“war”, “fight”, “battle” or “jihaad”, sometimes in combination with adjectives such as 
“inevitable”, “imminent” or “looming”.

Other Variables of Interest

Other key patterns observed in violent authors’ language mirror the fusion-violence 
moderated mediators identified in previous research and visualized in Figure 1. 
Out-group entitativity and violence condoning norms played a significant role in violent 
self-sacrificial texts. Figure 4 provides an overview of the presence of other variables 
of interest we identified in the manifestos.

Out-group entitativity manifested itself linguistically in the frequent use of third 
person plural pronouns combined with the use of derogatory, demonizing or dehu-
manizing vocabulary to denounce the out-group.

Dehumanization was detected in six out of nine violent self-sacrificial manifestos, 
while it did not occur in nonviolent manifestos. Words used to describe the out-group 
in a dehumanizing fashion included “animal”, “plague”, “dog”, “lower being”, “parasite”, 
“creature”, ““vermin” and “monster”. “Women are like a plague. They don’t deserve to 
have any rights,” Rodger wrote.98 He also called them “vicious, evil, barbaric animals” 
that “need to be treated as such”.99 Roof suggested that Black people are “lower beings” 
and “brute animals” and likened them to dogs.100 Earnest described Jews as a “squalid 
and parasitic race”,101 while Hitler labeled them “slimy creatures”, and compared them 

Figure 4. O ther variables of interest detected in analyzed manifestos.
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to “a parasite” that infests the world, a “wild beast” who tortures others and a “spider” 
that sucks the blood from the people.102

Slurs used to describe the out-group were uniquely found in the violent self-sacrificial 
manifestos. For example, Roof used offensive out-group labels such as “N****** are 
stupid and violent”.103 “Spics and n****** are useful puppets for the Jew in terms of 
replacing Whites”, Earnest wrote.104 Derogatory terms to refer to Jews such as “kikes” 
were prevalent in the anti-Semitic violent self-sacrificial manifestos. For example, Baillet 
wrote: “The only way to win is to cut of the head of ZOG, which are the kikes”.105 
Hitler used the German equivalent of “kike” (Jüdlein”) as a hateful out-group slur: “If 
you carefully punctured this abscess with a knife, like a maggot in a rotten body who 
was blinded by the sudden influx of light, you would discover a Kike (ein Jüdlein)”.106

Demonization was not only detected in all violent self-sacrificial manifestos but 
could also be observed in all ideologically extreme nonviolent manifestos. Among the 
many demonizing terms used for the out-group were for instance “traitor”, “evil”, 
“enemy”, “vicious”, “barbaric”, “depraved” and “vile”. In contrast with the extreme man-
ifestos, the moderate manifestos were characterized by a low occurrence of outgroup 
entitativity language. Martin Luther King Jr and Simone de Beauvoir explicitly denounced 
the othering of an out-group in their manifestos.

Violence condoning norms were identified in the form of justifications for the need 
to use violence, martyrdom narratives, violent role models and the perceived hope-
lessness of alternative solutions. Justifications of violence played a role in eight out of 
nine violent self-sacrificial manifestos, as opposed to just one of the ideologically 
extreme manifestos (Marx and Engels) and none of the moderate manifestos. Terms 
such as “preemptive”, “self-defense”, “protect” “forced to fight”, “need for jihaad” or 
“natural struggle” were used in reference to justifications of violence.

Martyrdom narratives played a role in seven out of nine violent self-sacrificial 
manifestos, compared to just one of the ideologically extreme and none of the mod-
erate nonviolent manifestos. Vocabulary used in connection with the glorification of 
self-sacrifice and martyrdom were for example “die in glory”, “sacrifice”, “knight”, 
“martyr”, “dying selflessly”, “immortal”, “act of preservation”, “my death” and “defending 
the work of the Lord”. “Equip yourself and arm up, for today you will become immor-
tal,” Breivik wrote.107 “You will forever be celebrated by your people as a martyr for 
your country, protecting your culture and fighting for your kin and for Christendom”.108

Violent role models were mentioned by four of the nine authors of violent 
self-sacrificial manifestos. The authors used names of previous attackers, often in 
combination with the words “inspire”, “hero” or role model”. For example, Tarrant 
claimed that he was influenced by the “writings of Dylan Roof and many others, but 
only really took true inspiration from Knight Justiciar Breivik”.109 Earnest stated in his 
manifesto that Adolf Hitler, Robert Bowers, Brenton Tarrant inspired him,110 and 
Crusius wrote that he supported “the Christchurch shooter and his manifesto”.111

The perceived lack of alternative solutions, hence political or other peaceful solutions 
was observed among some violent self-sacrificial manifestos. Five out of the nine 
analyzed violent self-sacrificial texts denounced nonviolent solutions as impossible or 
ineffective. These narratives were often expressed with words such as “democratic”, 
“peaceful” “political”, “dialogue” or “passivity” in combination with “meaningless”, 
“failed”, “end”, “vanish”.
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Calls to Violence

As the classification of manifestos in categories from violent to nonviolent was based 
on the authors’ actions following the publication (see above) rather than their words, 
the fusion-violence correlation could have been examined without an additional lin-
guistic assessment of calls for violence and self-sacrifice. However, we considered it 
important to examine linguistic indicators of violence to provide further details on 
the relationship between fusion language and violent language. We anticipate that the 
lists of terms and phrases we identified that are used to call for violence will, when 
independently validated and refined, be of assistance for government security services 
and technology companies in their efforts to develop better early violence detection 
mechanisms that can help to effectively prevent attacks.

Eight out of nine of the analyzed violent self-sacrificial manifestos contained explicit 
calls to violence against the out-group. “All category A and B traitors who continue 
to oppose us will be executed.” Breivik wrote.112 He recommended that members of 
his in-group must “embrace and familiarize themselves “with the concept of killing 
women, even very attractive women”.113 “KILL ANGELA MERKEL, KILL ERDOGAN, 
KILL SADIQ KHAN“, Tarrant wrote in his manifesto.114 Earnest called on “every anon” 
reading his manifesto “to carry out attacks.”115 Equally, Hitler called for the use of 
violent force against Jews, declaring: “we need to use the most brutal weapons against 
a criminal group that is hostile to the state”.116 Qutb urged all Muslims to “fight against 
those among the People of the Book who do not believe in God and the Last Day”.117

Given the nature of the material examined it is no surprise that many of the terrorists 
explicitly state in their manifestos that they were about to carry out a violent attack. 
Tarrant noted: “It was there I decided to do something, it was there I decided to take 
action, to commit to force. To commit to violence. To take the fight to the invaders 
myself.”118 Rodger announced: “All of those popular people who live hedonistic lives of 
pleasure, I will destroy, because they never accepted me as one of them. I will kill them 
all and make them suffer, just as they have made me suffer.”119 In some instances, the 
violence indicators rather took the form of the announcement of self-sacrifice. Multiple 
terrorists suggested in their writings that they would fight and die for the in-group. “If 
I fail and die but kill a single jew, it was worth it,” Baillet wrote.120 Earnest stated: “I 
sacrifice this for the sake of my people. OUR people. I would die a thousand times 
over to prevent the doomed fate that the Jews have planned for my race”.121 “My death 
is likely inevitable,”, Crusius declared in his manifesto.122 Both the ideologically extreme 
and the moderate nonviolent manifestos lacked any indicators of violence. Additionally, 
many authors used language that reflected their rejection of violence.

Limitations

There are several important limitations with the current study. We made efforts to select 
relevant comparison manifestos, including from contemporary high-profile cases, but 
our selection is by no means exhaustive and is restricted to English language material. 
Although previous studies have demonstrated the generalizability of the theoretical 
framework of the fusion-plus-threat model, this study only examines a small number of 
manifestos and is predominantly focused on far-right terrorist documents. Despite the 
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absence of comparable pre-attack publications by jihadist and far-left perpetrators, we 
recognize the need to analyze more material, ideally with independent replications and 
preregistered studies, to confirm whether the patterns we identify here are reliable and 
valid. This is a crucial step that would need to be undertaken ahead of any application 
in regard to designing potential interventions that rely on the content categories provided.

We are furthermore aware that the comparative ethnographic content analysis is 
inherently subjective and relied on the assessments of the lead author. The identified 
categories helped to provide a consistent structure for the assessments but invariably 
researcher’s degrees of freedom and subjective biases are likely to have influenced the 
content analysis. The reliability check conducted with experts and non-experts helps to 
assuage concerns about the coherence of the categories devised, but it does not directly 
validate the reliability of the full manifesto codings presented. Language tends to be 
subjective, contextual, and ambiguous. In the reliability checks, coders highlighted a 
few instances in the coding where the randomly selected phrases were long or dense 
enough for more than one or two narratives to be applicable. For example, "the only 
way to win is to cut of (sic!) the head of ZOG, which are the kikes", could be read as 
a slur, a conspiracy theory reference, or a call to violence. Other featured sample phrases 
were too short or taken out of context. The phrase “My death is likely inevitable” caused 
many coders to choose “none” or “other” in the category drop-down list. Although 
within the context of the manifesto, this phrase would have been interpreted as “mar-
tyrdom narrative”, it did not fit into any categories as an isolated phrase. Likewise, the 
term “jihaad” could, without further context, be interpreted as either violent or nonviolent.

Similarly, we recognize that by using binary absent or present indicators that we 
are simplifying our analyses at the cost of a more higher resolution examination of 
the content. Our defense for this decision is that we regard the current research as 
providing the foundations for a more robust quantitative NLP analysis that we intend 
to carry out in a follow up study. Another limitation of the research is that manifestos 
cannot offer comprehensive insight into their authors and are written with particular 
audiences in mind. This does not impact the usefulness of the content for identifying 
linguistic cues of violence, however it does mean that we should be wary of taking 
declarations or descriptions of motives as being accurate. Similarly, the fact that a 
motive does not feature in a manifesto does not necessarily mean that it did not play 
a role in the author’s radicalization or that is not relevant regarding why they decided 
to conduct an attack. The important caveat here then is that the content and patterns 
identified should be approached critically. The categories identified are intended pri-
marily to serve as helpful tools to identify common traits in the language and themes 
of violent extremists rather than claiming to offer a comprehensive psychological profile.

Conclusions

Psychological profiling has a role to play in the prevention of violent extremism and 
terrorism but only to the extent that it correctly identifies relevant predictors and a 
suitable method of detecting them. These are formidable challenges, requiring a 
well-substantiated theory of the motivators of terrorism and a feasible method of 
measuring them in noncompliant individuals. In this study we have suggested novel 
solutions to both problems. This paper provides the first evidence of the utility, validity, 
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and reliability of a novel and theoretically informed codification schema that we 
anticipate being useful for researchers and other parties examining extremist literature 
and written communications, including manifestos, blog posts or chat messages.

Our method uses proxies for psychological constructs that provide a window into 
actors’ motivational states and their capacity for murderous forms of self-sacrifice. The 
link between fusion and pro-group action is well established but has previously been 
based on measuring fusion directly using pictorial and verbal scales, a procedure that 
would be impractical to adopt with uncooperative members of extremist groups. We 
have shown, however, that those bent on carrying out atrocities unknowingly reveal their 
levels of fusion by using language redolent of familial ties and psychological kinship. 
When this is coupled also with language expressing a strong conviction that the group 
is imperiled, and buttressed also by violence-condoning norms and the willingness to 
vilify, demonize, and dehumanize enemies, it robustly predicts a deadly mindset.

While our findings appear promising for the predictive power of the fusion-plus-threat 
model, they also highlight the relevance of other variables that might play a role in medi-
ating pathways to violent extremism. Our study therefore also supports alternative models 
that can be reconciled or even combined with the fusion-plus-threat model, such Sternberg’s 
“Duplex Theory of Hate”,123 Bandura’s “Moral Disengagement Theory,124 Kruganski et  al.’s 
“Quest for Significance Model”125 and Louis et al.’s research on the power of group norms.126

Our initial tests of coherence and reliability conducted with both experts and 
non-experts provided very promising results. Nonetheless, we recognize the need for 
a more fine-grained examination that provides more detail on the prevalence of the 
identified narrative categories in the content rather than a binary indicator of presence 
or absence. The next stage of this study is an NLP-based analysis in R to quantify 
the occurrence of linguistic markers for each category in the fifteen manifestos. We 
recommend working closely with counter-terrorism professionals when refining the 
fusion-based violence prediction model in the future.

Our qualitative ethnographic assessment of the fifteen manifestos also offers a 
much-needed contemporary update to earlier examinations of manifesto content given 
the expanded size of the genre. Although we have focused our efforts here on showing 
how to recognize the language of violent extremism in groups that are already known 
to be violent, the methods we propose are generalizable and could be used, via early 
detection, to prevent at risk individuals and groups from engaging in violence before 
it is too late. These methods are neither obvious nor intuitive insofar as they do not 
treat any of the core variables alone as predictors of violent extremism. Simply being 
fused with a group is not enough to motivate acts of terrorism, nor are violence-condoning 
norms, or even outgroup hatred. Indeed, these variables in isolation may be harmless, 
even if their expressions may be unpleasant or offensive to many. Just like some vol-
atile chemicals, they only become dangerous when they are mixed together. Linguistic 
analysis can help us to identify when that is the case and act more swiftly to avert 
threats before they are tragically realized.

Notes

	 1.	 A more extensive descriptive explanation of each selected manifesto can be found in the 
Appendix A.
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	 2.	 We reached this conclusion after having searched academic articles, news reports and pri-
mary source archives, and consulted the founder of the jihadist primary source website 
Jihadology Aaron Y. Zelin.

	 3.	 Although we could identify additional narratives (e.g. desire for personal revenge or mas-
culinity crisis), we did not include any narratives that were not present in at least four 
violent self-sacrificial manifestos.
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Appendix A.  Details on Analyzed Manifestos

Anders Behring Breivik, Oslo and Utøya (2011): Anders Behring Breivik committed one of 
Europe’s deadliest acts of terrorism, killing 77 people and injuring 319 others in the Norway 
attack on 22 July 2011. Breivik published a 1500 pages manifesto “2083 – A European Declaration 
of Independence” on the day of the attack, which outlined his ideological beliefs and motiva-
tions.126

Elliot Rodger, Isla Vista (2014): On the evening of 23 May 2014 Elliot Rodger committed 
a series of attacks against students in Isla Vista near the campus of University of California, 
killing six people and injuring fourteen others. The manifesto Rodger left behind has the char-
acter of an autobiography that describes his radicalization toward violent misogyny. 126

Dylann Roof, Charleston (2015): The white supremacist American Dylann Roof chose the 
Emanuel African Methodist Episcopal Church in Charleston, South Carolina, for his mass 
shooting on 17 June 2015. Nine African Americans were killed, making the Charleston church 
shooting one of the deadliest attacks on a place of worship in U.S. history. Roof published a 
manifesto that detailed his hatred against ethnic minorities, including Blacks, Jews, Hispanics 
and East Asians. 126

Brenton Tarrant, Christchurch (2019): On 15 March 2019, Brenton Tarrant carried out two 
consecutive mosque attacks in Christchurch, New Zealand, killing over fifty Muslim worshipers. 
Tarrant released an extensive 74-pages manifesto entitled “The Great Replacement” on the 
far-right image board 8chan. 126

John Earnest, Poway (2019): On 27 April 2019, the last day of the Jewish Passover holiday, 
John Earnest attacked a synagogue in Poway, California. He killed one person and injured 
several others, including the synagogue’s rabbi. Earnest published his open letter on 8chan, 
declaring his hatred for Jews and other minorities. 126

Stephan Baillet, Halle (2019): The Halle attack happened on 9 October 2019, when the 
heavily armed German far-right extremist Stephan Baillet attempted to enter a synagogue in 
Halle, Germany. He fatally shot two people and injured two others. Prior to his attack, Baillet 
uploaded a manifesto to the online message board Meguca, which is loosely related to 4chan. 
126

Patrick Crusius, El Paso (2019): On 3 August 2019 23 people were killed and 23 injured 
when the American Patrick Crusius carried out an attack in a supermarket in El Paso, Texas. 
The shooting was the deadliest attack on Latinos in modern U.S. history. He uploaded his 
manifesto to 8chan prior to the shooting. 126

Adolf Hitler, Mein Kampf (1925): Hitler wrote Mein Kampf during his imprisonment, fol-
lowing his failed coup d’état in 1923. The 720-pages document, which became a nationwide 
bestseller in Germany in the 1930s, is both an autobiography and a political manifesto. 126 
Historians have pointed out that the genocidal nature of Hitler’s thinking was already evident 
in Mein Kampf. 126

Sayyid Qutb, Milestones (1964): The book Milestones by the twentieth century Islamist ideo-
logue and leading Muslim Brotherhood member Sayyid Qutb is a manifesto for forming a true 
Muslim society. 126 In 1966, the Egyptian philosopher (who is often called “the father of 
Salafi-jihadism”) was sentenced to death by hanging for plotting the assassination of Egyptian 
President Gamal Abdel Nasser. His writings served as intellectual inspiration for several jihad-
ist terrorist incidents, including 9/11. 126

Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, Manifesto of the Communist Party (1848):  The Communist 
Manifesto is a pamphlet coauthored by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels and published in the 
U.K. at the beginning of the Revolutions of 1848. 126 The manifesto was one of the most in-
fluential political works that has inspired both violent revolutions and violent dictatorships. 
However, some historians argue that Lenin and Stalin explicitly rejected the Marxist view that 
peaceful revolution is possible and reinterpreted the Communist Manifesto in favor of a more 
violent approach than envisioned by Marx. 126

Yusuf al-Qaradawi, The Lawful and Prohibited in Islam (1960): The Lawful and Prohibited 
in Islam is one of over 120 books published by the Egyptian scholar Yusuf Al-Qaradawi. As 
the name suggests, The Lawful and Prohibited in Islam is a guide for Islamic life that denounc-
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es Western behavior and life style choices. 126 Al-Qaradawi who has been labeled a “moderate 
Islamist ideologue”, is an intellectual leader of the Muslim Brotherhood and known for his 
condoning of Palestinian suicide bombings against Israelis. 126

Fjordman, Defeating Eurabia (2008): Defeating Eurabia is a self-published book by Peder 
Are Nøstvold Jensen, a Norwegian far-right blogger who writes under the pseudonym Fjordman. 
126 Anders Breivik’s manifesto quoted Fjordman’s work and was inspired by the idea of Eurabia, 
the conspiracy theory that suggests Europe is facing a gradual take-over by Muslim immigrants.

Simone de Beauvoir, The Second Sex (1949): The Second Sex (“Le Deuxième Sex”, original-
ly published in French) by the French existentialist philosopher Simone de Beauvoir is one of 
the most influential feminist works of the twentieth century. 126 It played an important role in 
inspiring second-wave feminism in the 1960s and peaceful women’s rights protests such as the 
French Women’s movement. 126

Martin Luther King Jr., I Have a Dream (1963): King’s famous I Have a Dream Speech turned 
the social activist into the most influential intellectual leader of the civil rights movement from 
the mid-1950s. The speech played a key role in giving rise to new forms of peaceful protest 
and civil disobedience. 126

Greta Thunberg, Our House is on Fire (2019): In 2018, the Swedish teenager Greta Thunberg 
founded the youth-led street movement Fridays4Future, which calls on governments to take 
immediate action against climate change. Thunberg’s speech Our House is on Fire has inspired 
school strikes, peaceful protests, and days of action in thousands of cities on all continents. 126
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Table B2. L inguistic proxies detected in manifestos.
Narrative Detected Keywords

Group Alignment In-Group 
Identification

“We”/”Us”/”Our” in combination with “European”, “cultural conservative”, 
“Christian conservative”, “conservative”, “indigenous”, “non-Muslim”, 
“Justiciar Knight”, “patriot”, “martyr”, “nationalist”, “my people”, “my race”, 
“our race”, “anon”, “white men”, “whites”, “Aryan”, “true Muslim”, 
“believer”, “Muslim community”, “ummah”, “Muslim society”

In-Group Identity 
Fusion

“brother”, “sister”, “sons”, “daughters”, “kin”, solidarity”, “family”, “fellow …”, 
“comrades”, “my blood”, “our blood”, “bloodline”, “ancestry”, “descendant”, 
“ancestor”, “brethren” (These terms only indicate identity fusion when 
used metaphorically to describe the in-group rather than biological 
family.)

Violence Threats Calls to Violence “executed”, “execution”, “punished”, “punishment”, “death penalty”, “kill”, 
“massacre”, “attack”, “destroy”, “retribution”, “revenge”, “punish”, 
“eradicate”, “starve”, “die”, “torture”, “behead”, “guns”, “must attack”, “must 
fight”, “must kill”, “give them hell”, “must play his part in this 
revolution”, “burn”, “shoot”, “flamethrowers”, “firearm”, “weapon”, 
“grenade”, “bomb”, “set fire”, “Molotov”, “fight”, “brutal steps”, “jihaad”, 
“bring death to”, “forcible overthrow”, “revolution”

Out-Group 
Entitativity

Out-Group Slurs “kike”, “nigger”, “negro”, “spic”, “fag”, “goyim”,  “golem”, “the Jew”, “global 
Jewry”, “pajeet”, “bitch”, “whore”

Out-Group 
Demonization

“traitor”, “corrupt”, “evil”, “enemy”, “our enemies”, “vicious”, “barbaric”, 
depraved”, “vile”, “puppets”, “perversion”, “blood libel” “crimes”, “cruel”, 
bloody”, genocidal”, “sinful”, deceitful”, “invader”, “poison”, parasite, 
“menace”, “brutal”, “ruthless”, ““bloodsucking”, “dirty”, “deceptive”, 
“treacherous” “poisonous”, “oppression” , “oppressive”, “shirk” 
“unbeliever”, “immoral” “jahili”, “pollute”, “demolish”, “shake the 
foundations”, “Dar- ul-Harb”, “arrogant”, “mischievous”, “criminal”, 
“deceivers”, “liars”

Out-Group 
Dehumanization

“animal”, “plague”, “impure”, “brute”, “dog”, “lower Iq”, “lower being”, 
“inferior”, “squalid” “parasitic”, “parasite”, “creature”, “trash”, “filth”, 
“vermin”, “spider”, “devil”, “monster”, “beast”, “reptile”, “reptilian”, “snake”, 
“cockroach”, “beneath human skin”, “scum”

Out-Group  
Threat 
10.

Existential Threat 
to In-Group

“subjected to”, “coerced”, “brainwashed”, “exterminated”, “brutalised”, 
“raped”, “terrorised”, “ravaged”, “robbed”, “replace”, “subjugate”, “make 
war upon my people” “destroyed”, “overwhelmed”, “under siege”, “under 
demographical siege”, “disenfranchise”, “subvert”, “destroy”, “assault”, “kill 
us”, “kill our…”, “running out of time”, last chance”, “enslavement”, 
“suffer”, “economic plunder”, “condemned to death”, destruction of all 
mankind”, “ill society”, “at the brink of”, “danger”, “annihilation”, 
“extinction”, “decay”

Belief in 
Out-Group 
Conspiracy

“betray”, “betrayal”, “sell”, “sold”, “collude against”, “colluded”, “conspire”, 
“fake”, “fraud”, “corruption”, “corrupt”, “ZOG”, “Kalergi”, “white genocide”, 
“great replacement”

Belief in 
Inevitable War

“war”, “battle”, “fight”, “jihaad”  in combination with “imminent”, 
“inevitable”, “looming”, “started”, “already”

Violence 
Condoning 
Norms 
14.

Justification for 
Violence

“preemptive”, “defend”, “protect”, “self-defense”, “self-defense”, “forced to 
fight”, “no longer ignore”, “act of defense”, “purified”, “purify”, “brutal 
steps should have been used”, “need for jihaad”, “reasons for jihaad”, 
“need for war”, “the struggle is imposed upon”, “natural struggle”, 
“cannot co-exist”

Martyrdom 
Narrative

“die in glory”, “sacrifice”, “knight”, “martyr”, “dying selflessly”, protecting our 
people”, “immortal”, “act of preservation”, “my death”, “defending the 
work of the Lord”, “standing guard”, “appears as the herald”, “release 
mankind from servitude“, “free from”, “freed from”

Violent Role 
Model

Mention of the names of previous terrorist attackers or violent political 
leaders (e.g. Breivik, Tarrant, Hitler, etc.) or specific attack references 
(e.g. Christchurch, Poway, El Paso, Utoya, Halle, etc.), in combination 
with terms that indicate perceived role model status such as “hero”, 
“role model”, “saint”, “inspiring”, “inspire”, “inspiration”, “support”, 
“influenced by”

Hopelessness of 
Alternative 
Solutions

“democracy”, “democratic”, “peaceful”, political”, “system”, “politics”, 
“dialogue”, “passivity” in combination with “meaningless”, “weakness”, 
“failed”, “end”, “vanish”, “man-made”, “jahili”, “all societies existing”
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