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Abstract of Thesis

Hate Online: Exploring the World of Extremist Internet Culture

Since the election of Barack Obama as the 44" president of the United States and
the first person of color to hold the office, politicians, academics, and journalists have
attempted to explain the phenomenon of white supremacist terrorism and activity.
Although the concept of far-right terrorist organizations is neither new nor unique to the
United States, the resurgence of concern over these groups has increased markedly,
reaching levels which had been unheard of since the early 1990’s. However, despite
these facts, remarkably little scientific research has been conducted on the phenomenon
of white supremacist organization and communication patterns and the diffusion of the
organizations’ messages. This study represents an attempt to analyze the words and
communication styles of various white supremacist organizations on the internet across
several different subcultural groups. Utilizing a qualitative content analysis technique,
this study finds that while there are marked similarities between the various groups, the
white supremacist movement is fractured and contains a number of different
organizations with markedly different foci and approaches to disseminating their

messages.
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Part 1: Introduction

On February 28", 2005, Judge Joan Lefkow walked through her front door and
into a nightmare. Although her comfortable house on Chicago’s North Side seemed
fairly quiet on the outside, in the basement Lefkow was horrified to discover the bodies
of her husband and her 89 year old mother. Both had been killed by .22 caliber gunshot
wounds to the head (Wilgoren 2005).

Six years earlier, on a warm August day in Los Angeles, an associate of various
neo-Nazi organizations and former mental patient named Buford Furrow opened fire at a
Jewish day-care center, wounding five people including three children, as well as killing
a postal worker of Filipino descent. Despite the horrific nature of this hate crime,
neighbors and acquaintances described him as a “perfect gentleman.” Despite espousing
certain unusual beliefs, they said, he seemed largely harmless incapable of such a vicious
attack which had targeted children.

Four years earlier, in Oklahoma City, Timothy McVeigh—a chronically
unemployed and resentful Gulf War veteran with anti-governmental and racist beliefs
including the need for a racial war against minorities—detonated a truck bomb in the
subterranean parking garage of the Alfred P. Murrah Federal Building. The resulting
explosion killed 168 people and wounded over 800 other, many of them severely. It
would prove to be the deadliest terrorist attack in United States history at the time, and
served to catapult the anti-governmental manifesto known as “The Turner Diaries” into
the national spotlight and consciousness.

What is noteworthy about these cases is not necessarily the details of the attacks

themselves. On the contrary, in many ways the offenders were quite different. Whilst



McVeigh and Furrow were hard-core, died-in-the-wool revolutionaries and members of
various extremist organizations, Bart A. Ross, murderer of Judge Lefkow’s husband and
mother, was himself a reclusive loner who nevertheless held no known racist or white
supremacist beliefs, other than a generalized anger at “the system.” While McVeigh and
Ross’ actions were intricately planned and generally well-executed, Furrow’s shooting
spree was a relatively crude and unsophisticated attack on those he perceived to be his
enemies—specifically, Asians and Jews. However if there is a universal thread which
links these cases together in a single, succinct narrative, none is more obvious than that of
the role played by the internet in establishing, coordinating, and otherwise inciting white
supremacist organizations to violence.

Unlike crimes which are committed out of financial necessity or over control of a
criminal empire, hate crimes are unique. Often based on political beliefs or extremist
viewpoints, hate crimes are designed to intimidate or eradicate groups which have been
defined as deviant. While many hate crimes are relatively benign with regards to the
amount of violence or force utilized (such as spraying swastikas on a synagogue or
hanging nooses on college campuses), in some cases people are physically harmed. In
some extreme cases, dozens or hundreds of people are killed and injured as the actors
attempt to make a powerful statement or set in motion certain events they feel will be
beneficial to them. In any case, the general cause of these crimes is not profit, but a sense
of anger, injustice, and righteous indignation towards perceived enemies. As such, the
study of hate crimes and hate organizations holds a unique place in the realm of criminal
justice which, although sharing some similarities with the study of crime more broadly,

represents its own unique set of challenges and avenues of inquiry.



In each of the specific examples mentioned above, the offenders’ use of the
internet in general—and extremist internet websites in particular—remains one of the
most noticeable features. Not only did the murderer of Lefkow’s family use the internet
to find out his intended victims’ address, but he found it (along with the addresses of
many other enemies of the white power movement) on a white supremacist website
(Tolchin and Tolchin 2006). Ironically, while the actions of Ross were personal and not
related to any ideology or creed, previous threats had been made on Lefkow’s life,
including one by Matthew Hale, leader of the World Church of the Creator who- among
other things—was incensed at Lefkow for ordering the WCC to remove its name from its
websites due to copyright infringement (Goldberger 2005).

The presence of the internet in white supremacist actions and activities is not
limited to the Lefkow case. On the contrary. In a situation eerily reminiscent of
Furrow’s rampage in Los Angeles, various websites have sprung up which allow internet
users to reenact similar activities. These include a game known as Ethnic Cleansing, in
which “players choose to take on a skinhead or Klansman identities[...] the white
supremacists then become hunters, pursuing Jews and ‘predatory sub-humans’—Latinos
and Blacks” (Cortese 2006:154). Thus it has become possible for would-be racial
warriors to engage in the simulated mass extermination of “inferior races” without ever
having to leave the comfort of their home.

In keeping with the theme of extremist indoctrination and communication,
Timothy McVeigh—along with many of his associates and contemporaries—used the
internet to communicate with one another, as well as lend each other moral support

(Tolchin and Tolchin 2006). And while there is no evidence to indicate that McVeigh



and his colleague Terry Nichols used the internet as a guide in building their truck bomb,
the fact remains that such instructions do exist and are readily available on extremist

websites. As author Carol M. Swain writes in The New White Nationalism in America:

Its Challenge in Integration, “everything that any recruit needs to become a virulent racist

can be downloaded on the internet” (Swain 2002).

This thesis will seek to engage in a detailed content-analysis of various extremist
websites. Specifically, in order to gain a better understanding of the nature of white
supremacist web sites based on their typologies, this study will seek to analyze websites
of various predetermined subgroups. In so doing, it will draw heavily on the 2003
Gerstenfeld et. al. study of extremist web content, and will seek to further flesh out the
study and add to the body of knowledge available concerning internet hate by seeking to
draw conclusions about trends in web content, sophistication, and online presence by
groups based on their ideological orientation.

The research questions of this study are two-fold. First of all, the study seeks to
examine what sorts of “mission statements” are provided by the various websites.
Specifically, how do individual groups construct their identities as white supremacists
within a wider movement? Secondly, this study seeks to explore the various “threats”
identified by the websites. Generally speaking, white supremacist groups typically
operate under a paradigm of a threatened white race, or promote the unique cultural
heritage of Europeans. In so doing, white supremacist groups set themselves in direct
opposition to forces which promote multiculturalism, as well as other “outsider” or
“enemy” groups. This study seeks to better understand how white supremacists feel

threatened and what groups they identify as potential threats. Finally, instead of viewing



white supremacist organizations as part of a single, monolithic block, this study seeks to
address the questions of mission statement and threats in the context of subcultural
organizations. The white supremacist movement consists of dozens of different factions
and lifestyles, each of them unique. By dividing the white supremacist movement into a
collection of five subcultural groupings (white nationalist, Neo-Nazi/Holocaust denial,
nativist, racist skinhead, and other), it may be possible to identify trends as well as
similarities and differences between the various groups.

At the time of writing, there exist less than five known peer-reviewed articles on
the subject, with researchers Gerstenfeld, Grant, and Chiang reporting that “few attempts
have been made to examine [white supremacist] web sites in a systematic manner to
examine what the sites actually contain, and to determine precisely to what purposes the
sites are being put” (2003:30). Although this statement is over five years old, an
examination of various sociological and criminological journals demonstrate that the
statement is as accurate in 2009 as it was in 2003. This lack of research represents a
serious gap in the knowledge which can be put to work in understanding white
supremacist movements and as such represents an unprecedented opportunity to evaluate
and study the ways in which extremist groups organize themselves, communicate, and
disseminate their messages to the public.

Although this study is by no means comprehensive (indeed, performing a content
analysis on every extremist website on the internet would be an impossible task), such a
study is long overdue and has the potential to greatly impact the academic discipline by
exploring an issue which is rarely seen outside of law enforcement circles. This study is

doubly important due to the fact that virtually no academic work has yet been performed



on the various ways in which racist groups differ in terms of self-identification. By
exploring the issue of white supremacist internet use, a substantial amount of information
will be added to the pool of knowledge regarding domestic terrorism and hate

organizations at a time when such issues become increasingly salient.



Part 2: Historical Background

Despite the popular view of white supremacists as “rednecks,” “crackers,”
“hillbillies,” or other likewise unsophisticated groups of individuals, the fact remains that
many white supremacists are organized in sophisticated groups (Messner and Apple
2002). Indeed, far from being the unsophisticated bumpkins of the popular imagination,
white supremacist organizations have long operated under a cloud of paranoia, coupled
with an emphasis on the need for resourcefulness for the anticipated apocalypse or race
war between whites and blacks. This has resulted in a surprising degree of technological
prowess amongst various white supremacist organizations, as evidenced by the fact that
some of the earliest adopters of the internet were in fact extremists (Tolchin and Tolchin
2006).

In the 1980s, long before most Americans had even heard of the internet, KKK
leader Louis Beam and neo-Nazi author and publisher George Dietz established the
Aryan Nation Liberty Net. This network, in the days preceding the widespread use of the
internet and browsers, represented one of the first—if not the first—web-based home for
extremist literature in the form of an online bulletin board which was accessible to
anyone with a phone line, modem, and computer (Tolchin and Tolchin 2006).

As the 1980s gave way to the 1990s and the use of the internet by the general
public became more widespread, so too did the sophistication of extremist internet use
increase. The most important development in this process (with the possible exception
of the emergence of Usenet groups in the early 1990s) was the 1995 emergence of
Stormfront as the central hub of hate on the web. Founded in 1995 by Don Black, a

convicted felon who had (amongst other crimes) conspired to invade the island of



Dominica and turn it into a white homeland, Stormfront had as its stated purpose “[to be]
a resource for those courageous men and women fighting to preserve their White Western
culture, ideals, and freedom of speech and association—a forum for planning strategies
and forming political and social groups to ensure victory” (Hilliard and Keith 1999:113-
114). Despite the preponderance of hate-related extremist websites on the internet today,
Stormfront remains the most high-profile of all, generating thousands of hits on a daily

basis.



Part 3: The Appeal of the Internet

Given the obvious popularity of the internet amongst radical right-wing
audiences, how is it possible to account for the meteoric rise of internet hate whilst so
many other avenues for communication exist? The answer is complicated and—as
usual—can be interpreted in a number of different ways. While it is true that there has
been a massive upswell in the use of the internet as a communications tool since the late
1990’s, this alone cannot account for its disproportionate use when compared to the
relative size of white supremacist organizations. What cannot be disputed, however, is
the fact that the internet has many distinct advantages over traditional media in terms of
ease of use, anonymity, and its ability to reach a wide audience. These factors are what
have, in the past, accounted for the enormous popularity of the internet amongst right-
wing organizations. They ensure that the internet will continue to be the means of
communication for a majority of groups for the foreseeable future.

One of the primary appeals of the internet in racist and extremist dialogue is the
fact that the internet provides a cloak of quasi-anonymity which allows for users to vent
their true feelings on certain issues which they would not otherwise feel comfortable
discussing in public. As Carol M. Swain (2002: 6) writes:

The great danger here is that with few legitimate mainstream arenas in

which to discuss some of their deepest anxieties and concerns, many

people turn to white nationalist and white supremacist groups, whose

internet pages and chatboards may offer the only forum for candid

discussions of race. It is only within such forums that many aggrieved

whites feel comfortable sharing with one another the basis of their

grievance.

Thus, white people who may hold views which they would normally censor in

public often find that by turning to the internet, they are able to candidly discuss



their racialized fears and share their opinions with like-minded individuals in
relative anonymity. As a corollary to these sentiments, many of the more extreme
members of the white supremacy community feel that the internet is in fact
superior to common, mainstream news outlets, as many of them hold
conspiratorial views regarding the supposed Jewish ownership of the mass media.
Examples of this may be seen in Don Black’s writings, as well as in the
statements of Turner Diaries author William Luther Pierce (pseudonym: Andrew
Macdonald) who claimed that as the Jews controlled the news media, he had
never received a single fair interview or profile in the press (Swain 2002).

A second inherent advantage of the internet in addition to its anonymity is
that it can often serve as a powerful “force multiplier” for extremist movements.
In the words of Hilliard and Keith, “the internet offers the greatest opportunity for
the one-person dissemination of rancor. Any individual can establish her or his
Web site and...can have hundreds, thousands, and even millions of hits...on any
given day” (Hilliard and Keith 1999).

Not only can the internet serve to reach a wide audience, it can do so
relatively cheaply, especially when compared to more traditional media
campaigns, such as via radio, television, or print broadcasts. The cost of setting
up a website is minimal compared to setting up even the simplest of short-wave
radio broadcasts. For a few dollars a year and some technologically proficient
volunteers (many of whom are women, as many extremist groups see web-related
work as an ideal female role within the movement), a relatively unknown and

obscure hate organization can assemble a professional, convincing, and
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aesthetically appealing internet site from which to broadcast their message (Blee
2002).

A third appeal of the internet is the opportunity to cross national borders
and as such avoid any domestic restrictions on hate speech. Broadcasting
extremist, historical revisionist, anti-establishment, and anti-minority messages
may be illegal in other nations (France and Germany in particular), in the United
States the vast majority of such content is considered free speech and is protected
under the United States constitution (Tsesis 2002). As such, there have been a
number of instances of European extremist organizations hosting their online
domains on servers based in the United States in order to circumnavigate their
home nations’ holocaust denial laws. Despite the fact that European courts have
on a number of occasions ruled that the content of various Europe-based extremist
sites must be removed, criminal courts in the United States have consistently
ruled that such orders are unenforceable (Tolchin and Tolchin 2006). The
implications for this clash of conflicting international laws has had the net effect
of turning the United States into a safe-haven for those who would publish hate
speech and other offensive content online, resulting in a preponderance of U.S.-
based web servers which cater directly to foreign-based extremist groups.

Finally, an additional benefit of the internet for white supremacist groups
is that with the rise of web-based services, white supremacist organizations have
found new ways in which to gain financial support (Tsesis 2002). White power
music, videos, t-shirts, Nazi memorabilia, literature, and even thongs are some of

the offerings available on various white supremacist web sites. By utilizing the
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internet to its full potential, white supremacist organizations are able to generate a
considerable amount of revenue while at the same time spreading their ideology,
thus allowing the reinvestment of their capital into other ventures, such as the
creation of additional websites, the generation of more propaganda, and the

general furthering of their objectives.
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Part 4: Literature Review

While much has been written about hate speech, white supremacist organizations,
and the ways in which these two subjects interface with the first amendment and other
free speech laws, surprisingly little has been written on the specific use of the internet by
white supremacist organizations (Gerstenfeld et. al. 2003). Despite the examples
provided thus far that the internet and its use by virulent right-wing organizations
represents a potential threat to the lives of American citizens, very little scholarly work
has been done on the subject of hate speech on the internet. Although only a handful of
articles on this subject exist, they are nevertheless invaluable and heavily influence this
work.

The first—and at the time of writing, most recent—is Gerstenfeld, Grant, and
Chiang’s 2003 publication “Hate Online: A Content Analysis of Extremist Internet
Sites.” The study represents the most systematic content analysis of extremist internet
use to date, with 157 individual websites examined along three separate vectors: external
links, content type, and membership. The authors divided and labeled the various web
sites according to certain categorical distinctions they made within the main body of their
sample: Christian Identity, Holocaust Denial, Ku Klux Klan, Militia, Neo-Nazi, Posse
Comitatus, Skinhead, White Nationalist, and Other. By dividing their sample into a
number of different categories and then examining the individual websites for the
presence or absence of different types of content, the researchers were able to run some
basic quantitative analyses of the various groups’ sites concluding, for example, that
“Holocaust Denial” websites were the most likely to feature non-English content, while

“Skinhead” websites were most likely to have merchandise (usually white power rock)
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for sale (Gerstenfeld et. al. 2003). Although relatively basic in terms of the conclusions
offered by the researchers, this has been an invaluable addition to the literature.

The second major study of cyber hate conducted in the past decade is Burris,
Smith, and Strahm’s “White Supremacist Networks on the Internet” published in a 2000
volume of Sociological Focus. While the Gerstenfeld article focused primarily on a
content analysis of extremist sites, Burris and his team focus primarily on the use of the
internet as a networking tool linking various individuals and organizations together. As
such, in attempting to “map” the right-wing internet networks, the researchers focused
primarily on the linkages between various “nodes” of communication and the physical (as
well as referential) linkages between various types of organizations (Burris et. al. 200).

Much like the Gerstenfeld et. al. article, Burris and his colleagues divided up their
research subjects according to various categorizations: Holocaust Revision, Christian
Identity Theology, Overt Neo-Nazis, Hard-Core White Supremacists, Soft-Core White
Supremacists, Foreign (Non-U.S.) Nationalists, Racist Skinheads, Bands, etc., and
Books and Other Merchandise. By examining and cross-referencing the content of the
various websites as well as the internal and external links, Burris et. al. established a few
key conclusions about the use of the internet by white supremacists. First, that contrary
to the popular image of the white supremacist movement as fragmented, there was little
indication of any major ideological splits between the various factions. Second, that
while the attempts of various organizations (such as the Aryan Nations) to unify the white
supremacist movement had failed, the internet continues to serve as the primary tool to
achieve that end. And third, Burris and his team were able to conclude with a reasonable

degree of certainty that there are very few linkages between the extreme right and more
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mainstream political movements, such as the Christian Coalition or the Republican Party
Burris et. al. 2000).

In addition to these two studies, a number of works have been conducted on the
nature of extreme right-wing ideology, communication, and recruitment patterns, some of
which have specifically made reference to the growing use of the internet by these

organizations. Examples of these include Hilliard and Keith’s Waves of Rancor: Tuning

in the Radical Right in which the authors principally argue that the internet has been
especially useful not only for the purposes of disseminating messages, but to draw
recruits, train and indoctrinate members, and—more disturbingly—to harass, harry, and
otherwise disrupt law enforcement authorities (Hilliard and Keith 1999). Several studies
have also been conducted which have focused specifically on women within the hate
movements, as well as the various forms of racist white supremacist subcultures.
However, despite the occasional references to the use of the internet by hate groups and
the easy availability of basic information (most sources agree that the use of the internet
by white supremacists is growing at an alarming rate), actual studies of the specific

content and use of the internet by hate organizations remain surprisingly rare.
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Part 5: Research Question and Justification

In keeping with much of the previous research regarding white supremacists and
the internet, this study utilizes a qualitative content analysis as the primary research
method. The research questions guiding this investigation are threefold: (1) what sort of
“mission statements™ and justifications may be found on websites operated by white
supremacists, (2) what sorts of “threats’ are identified therein and what are the
“solutions™ to counter such threats, and (3) how does this content vary based on the type
of group. As noted earlier, this study largely builds upon and extends Gerstenfeld et. al.’s
work.

In terms of theoretical grounding, this study primarily utilizes the subcultural
paradigm formulated by the Chicago School in the 1920s and 30s as represented by the
works of Frederic M. Thrasher, E. Franklin Frazier, and more recent authors such as
Stanley Cohen. Generally, subcultural theory is a sociological and criminological
concept which seeks to study and define the presence of subcultures within a wider
community context. Although the initial work was performed on street gangs in Chicago
in the 1920s by Thrasher, the basic concepts remain consistent: the fragmentation of
groups of individuals into smaller subcultural units defined by certain types of
transmitted knowledge, learned behavior, and beliefs which may be at odds with those of
society at large.

Within the context of this study, subcultural theory is the dominant paradigm. By
splitting the white supremacist movement into a series of distinct subcultural groups and

then studying and comparing how each group defines itself via online communication, it
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may be possible to sharpen what little is known on the subject of the similarities and
differences between white supremacist movements.

In addition to the subcultural theory of criminology, this study also draws upon
Sutherland’s theory of differential association in a number of key ways. Specifically,
while Sutherland attempted to explain criminal behavior based on a number of different
factors such as the impact of needs and values on an individual’s relationship to society
as a whole, a key part of the differential association theory focused on criminal behavior
and attitudes as learned. A key component of this learning process involves the learning
of values through communication between various actors. As the internet is by far the
fastest growing medium of communication in the world, the importance of this study in
exploring the various ways in which these values are communicated and expressed may
well have key implications for the study of learned criminal behavior more generally.

The bulk of extant research has focused on the various types of content supplied
by organizations and subcultures, yet very little work has been done in terms of the self-
identification and justification provided by the site “stakeholders” on the subject. While
Gerstenfeld and Chiang’s study focuses on what is offered by the websites in terms of
content, such as apparel, merchandising, music, downloads, e-books, links, racist
resources and the like, it did not touch on the stated purposes or mission statements of the
site masters. This is somewhat surprising, given that one of the primary points of owning
and operating a racist website is to spread a specific message and act in furtherance of a
set goal. While Gerstenfeld and Chiang both organize their sample of websites into
various cultural subgroups based on different criteria, this is the limit of their exploration

of the subgroups. With regards to group affiliation or beliefs—the actual words and
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opinions of the site authors—they have little to offer. Rather, they focus on what the site
authors provide in terms of materials and content rather than critically examining what
the site authors say about themselves and their beliefs. This study seeks to remedy this
gap.

This study represents an attempt to advance what is already known about white
supremacist websites by analyzing the statements which appear on the sites rather than
just the types of content present therein. For purposes of clarity, it should be noted that
an analysis of the “statements” of the web authors refers to the critical analysis and
interpretation of published materials and other content. In this respect, it differs from an
analysis of “content” types as this study is not concerned with determining what format
the media take and how the message is spread (such as by checking websites for books,
podcasts, foreign language content, and other materials). Specifically, this study seeks to
understand the nature of white supremacist websites based on three factors: 1) the self-
identification of the website as belonging to a particular subculture (if any), 2) the
“mission statement” of the website, if any, and 3) the “threat assessments” provided by
the website as detailed in either explicit or implicit web content.

The purpose of the first focus listed above is to divide the websites based on a
theoretical paradigm. Far from being a monolithic block, the white supremacist
movement is multifaceted and extremely varied, not only in terms of focus and ideology,
but also in terms of cultural significance and historical antecedents. Whilst a member of
an American nativist group might share several similarities with a member of a neo-Nazi
organization, they are also quite likely to be different from one another. Nativists

typically focus on illegal immigration and threats to border security as their primary
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ideological justification; neo-Nazis tend to be deeply steeped in the lore of Nazi
Germany, Germanic traditions of volk and heritage, and have historically based their
ideological underpinnings on the racist literature of the 1930s. Likewise, while nativists
may or may not express resentment at the “ZOG’ or Zionist Occupational Government,
neo-Nazis by far and large are more likely to engage in Holocaust denial and historical
revisionism. By dividing the sample of websites based on a self-identified or assigned
white supremacist subcultural type, it will be possible to analyze the various content of
the websites in light of these typologies and provide some limited comparison across
various subcultures.

After classifying the websites based on their ideological subgroupings, the second
focus of this research is to determine what information the sites contain with regards to
their mission and purpose of existence. Many racist websites include a statement of
purpose or “mission statement” wherein they detail who they are, what they represent,
and how they choose to interpret the world with regards to their chosen ideological lens.
Moreover, mission statements may vary in length, sophistication, and tone, from a few
words to several pages. These mission statements are often grouped with a statement
regarding the perceived “enemy” of the group — a key component in better understanding
the nature of each group and its focus. Identification of the specific “threats” and enemies
of the group in question-- determined either by a specific statement or by making a
subjective judgment based on the content presented on the website—the focus of each
group may be established. Therefore, should a particular website never identify its
enemies by name, but feature comics in which Mexican immigrants are depicted as

overweight, lazy, dirty welfare cheats, it may be rightfully assumed that the “threat
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assessment” of the group is primarily directed at Mexican and other Hispanic minority
groups.

The third and final aspect of the study focuses on the potential “solutions” offered
by the various groups on their websites, whether implicit or explicit. Although white
supremacy has a long history predating the twentieth century, perhaps its most seminal
moment occurred during the second world war, with the articulation and implementation
of the so-called “Final Solution of the Jewish Question” as detailed at the secret Wannsee
conference in 1942. The resulting extermination of the various social “undesirables” of
Europe in the Nazi controlled portions of the continent proved to be one of the greatest
genocides of all time. Although white supremacist websites have a history of shying
away from actual mention of the holocaust itself and while some actively engage in
holocaust denial/historical revisionism, it stands to reason that white supremacist groups
will provide potential “solutions” to the “problems” articulated in their mission
statements. By studying the proposed solutions in both implicit and explicit terms, it may
be possible to examine not only the types of solutions proffered by each group, but also
engage in comparisons between groups and subcultures. This may in turn help identify
which groups are the most explicit in any avocation of violence, deportation, or
“evacuation” of identified enemies. While some websites may explicitly advocate illegal
activity targeting minorities, it may also be possible to draw inferences based on web
content, such as video games, poetry, fiction, and other resources hosted on the site.

While it is true that this study focuses on examining various websites and
determining what sort of content each contains (thereby providing a rudimentary

quantitative framework insofar as raw figures and descriptive frequencies are concerned),
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the bulk of the research is qualitative. This is due to the fact that despite the fact that this
survey relies on basic a priori coding techniques on a very general level, the analysis of
the web content of the sites is largely subjective. Armed with a basic outline of what
constitutes different types of content, the researcher must rely on his or her detached
sociological analysis and judgment to determine into what category each piece of
evidence must fall. The research decisions and the coding schema used are guided by the
research questions. Thus while some researchers can and have studied the issue of white
supremacist websites using a wider, quantitatively-focused methodology, there remains a
gap within the literature insofar as qualitative studies are concerned. This thesis seeks to
remedy the problem.

While the research attempted to analyze as many sites as possible, the limited
resources available meant that the ability to make generalizable, numeric findings was
even more limited than was the case with either Gerstenfeld or Chiang’s study. This is a
limited analysis of a few dozen websites conducted for the purpose of determining within
the context of the study what sort of content may be found of websites operated by
different racist subcultures.

A final justification concerns the concept of replication. This study, while similar
in many respects to the research conducted by Chiang and Gerstenfeld, is unique in
several key ways. Instead of focusing on performing a quantitative analysis of website
contents based on a very specific, systematic coding schema, this study seeks to draw
conclusions based on an inferential model. Thus, instead of determining which websites
were most likely to have user-accessible forums and which were most likely to offer

contents in languages other than English, this study seeks to determine what the “targets”
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of each group is based on how the groups describe themselves and their enemies. Due to
the limited resources of the researcher as well as the scope of the study, it was not
possible to analyze anywhere near the number of websites studied by Gerstenfeld and
Chiang. Nevertheless, the centrality of the study’s focus and its similarities to Chiang
and Gerstenfeld is important, as while neither study mimics the proposed study in exact
methodology, the fact remains that they are all similar in terms of conceptualizations and
operationalization. Thus while the three studies are similar to each other in many
respects, the differences between their research methods and the relative lack of the
literature on the subject suggests that this study is timely and well warranted. With the
publication of this study, it is hoped that much new light will be said on the websites and
the website operators as actors and the similarities and differences these actors have with
each other, as well as their differences. By exploring white supremacists online using
their own words and what they choose to portray, it may be possible to learn a great deal

more about the world they inhabit, their goals, hopes, fears, and justifications.
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Part 6: Methods of Inquiry

As a content analysis, the method of data collection consists of a purposive
sample of a number of web sites selected from a number of hate-related directories and
web-rings. This is the method employed by the Gerstenfeld study, and is well justified
given the nature of this study (Babbie 2007). Although a purely random sample would
perhaps be best in terms of the generalizability of the findings, given the fact that it is
impossible to know the exact population of hate-related websites and thus the population
parameters are impossible to establish, true random sampling is impossible to conduct
and would be of limited value. ~As such, it was determined that a semi-randomized
approach towards locating websites would be ideal. Websites were collected randomly
using a set group parameter until enough websites were studied. Groups which were
underrepresented in the initial sweep would be expanded by using more probabilistic
means, such as following links and performing web searches using several key words.

With regards to the generation of white supremacist websites, several key web
listings had a place in this study. The Southern Poverty Law Center and the Anti-
Defamation League, as well as a number of other hate monitoring websites all host lists
of suspected hate-related websites which can easily be accessed through either embedded
links or by performing a web search using Google or another engine. Another useful
resource was the “Hate Directory,” a PDF listing of hate sites over 140 pages long, which
is updated on a semi-regular basis by private citizens. Finally, a number of “resource
pages” are available by the larger web-based companies and networking sites, such as
Google and Yahoo directories which contain links clustered around a certain topic. Thus

LEAN1t

searches for “white heritage,” “white pride,” “Christian Identity,” and other key terms
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will often locate similar web-rings and directories containing a plethora of hate-related
internet content.

Utilizing the “Hate Directory” and a web-based random-number generator, the
initial sample of 39 websites was gathered. By asking the program to provide four
random numbers with values between one and twenty-six, these four numbers were
obtained (after a few “test runs” to ensure that random numbers were in fact coming out
non-sequentially). Each of these numbers was then assigned a letter based on its place in
the alphabet. As such the letters A, D, Y, U, L, and N were selected (based on the
randomly-generated numbers of 1, 4, 25, 21, 12 and 14). Thus every website whose title
began with one of those letters (such as “Altermedia News, USA” and the “United
Northern and Southern Knights of the Ku Klux Klan) was analyzed with every link
under those headings explored. However, given the prominence of certain web groupings
over others (such as the literally scores of local branches of the Ku Klux Klan), once a
working link for a particular organization was found, subsequent branches or similar
groups were then omitted from the study due to repetition and redundancy.

Furthermore, once it became apparent that certain categories would be poorly
served by this approach (Skinhead websites in particular seemed relatively uncommon in
the main directory), additional websites were located using information gleaned from
various forum posts on previously-located websites as well as by searching for
information on the authors of certain articles which had appeared on other websites. By
reading articles on the skinhead movement, for example, the researcher was able to
obtain the names of various white-power music groups and clubs. By then searching for

these group names utilizing various web-search tools, a minimum number of white
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supremacist skinhead sites were identified and analyzed (five unique, individual, and
different websites was generally considered the minimum). Furthermore, when a
particularly interesting or unique web link was provided on a website being analyzed
(such as was the case with the “NSM Women’s Division”) it too was included and placed
in the “Other” category.

With regards to the relatively small sample size of 48, several key factors came
into consideration. While Gerstenfeld and Chiang reported a relatively high website
“retention” rate, this was not the case for this study. Despite using the February 2009
edition of the Hate Directory, it is estimated that only between one in ten and one in
fifteen of the links clicked on were still active. Oftentimes entire pages of the hate
directory (19 or more links) would feature nothing but dead links with either the website
having been removed and replaced with other unrelated contents, or inaccessible
altogether. Given the approximately 2660 web links available in the hate directory and
assuming a mortality rate of 90 to 95%, a sample size of 48 websites represents just under
30% of all theoretically accessible web links. Given the relatively scare resources
available to the researcher and the scope of this study, thirty percent of all available
websites represents a considerable sample. Furthermore, having analyzed 48 websites
with a minimum of six websites per subgrouping, the content analysis rapidly approached
a saturation point. The contents of the websites belonging to each subgroup began to blur
together and very little new or unique material was uncovered after the seventh or eighth
website in a particular subgroup. As such, while the sample size may seem small, the

high percentage of websites study and the saturation of the website contents combined
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with the thorough examination of each site leads one to conclude that a sample size of 48
is reasonably large to support the findings of this study.

During the course of the research, the researcher engaged in a two-tiered
systematic approach with regard to coding. The first stage of the coding process
consisted of applying one of five potential labels to the website in question (white
supremacist, Neo-Nazi/Holocaust denial, nativist, racist skinhead, and other). These
categories were determined after consulting with previous studies on the subject.
Gerstendfeld et. al.’s study as well as the work performed by Beth Messner and Angela
Apple (“Fighting Cyberhate: A Guide to Critical Evaluation of Hate on the Internet”)
influenced these categories. Although Gerstenfeld’s categorization process included a
number of other categories such as “Posse Comitatus”- type organizations, it was felt that
the relatively small scale of this study would be better served by collapsing some of the
more specific categories together into a single subtype. By coding the websites based on
their typology, it became possible to group websites together based on a theoretical theme
or idiosyncratic sub-cultural label and avoid some of the more difficult hair-splitting
which such a small sample size would allow. Thus by grouping various sites according
to their generalized theme, it was then possible to move on to the second stage of the
coding, consisted of analyzing the “mission statements” and “threat assessments” of the
websites themselves. These sub-cultural groups were for the purposes of this study

divided along the following lines:

White Nationalist: Groups which support traditional ideals of white dominance, seek to

establish a white homeland, or otherwise discuss the white race in messianistic, religious,
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or spiritual terms. Examples include American Reformation Ministries and the
Nationalist Coalition.

Neo-Nazi/Holocaust Denial: Groups which engage in holocaust denial, historical
revisionism, German nationalism, Nazi nostalgia, and Teutonic/Germanic mysticism.
Examples include the American Nazi Party and the Adelaide Institute.

Nativist: Groups which engage in anti-immigrant, nativist and historical irredentionist
sentiments. Examples include the National Alliance, and the National Socialist American
Labor Party.

Skinhead: Websites which explore and support the racist skinhead subculture. Examples
include the Hammerskins, the Vinlander Social Club, and others.

Other: This heading was used for any other websites which espoused racist or hate-
related doctrine or ideology, which did not fit clearly into a single category. These also
included organizations of sub-chapters of other racist organizations dedicated to minority
groups, such as the Women’s Division of the National Socialist Movement.

Having coded the individual websites according to their subcultural designation,
the second stage of analysis began. This consisted of a detailed analysis of the websites’
contents with regards to two nodes: that of the “mission statement” and “threat
assessment.” By examining each vector in turn, it is hoped that this research project
helped document and establish an up-to-date “baseline” of knowledge with regards to the
white supremacists’ use of the internet, and potentially serve as a jumping off point for
further inquiries into the field. Specifically, the information gathered by examining the
existential justifications of the group on their websites, data may be gleaned which will

help shed light on how the group sees itself and what role it feels it is fulfilling with
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regards to its consumer base. By studying the “threat assessments” or list of explicit and
implicit enemies mentioned by the webmasters, it is also possible to determine the
particular ideological focus of each group with regards to their oppositional culture and
the various groups and/or forces they feel represent a threat to their constituency and way
of life. Finally, by comparing these data both within as well as between the subgroups, it
is possible to establish certain trends with regards to similarities and differences between
groups, as well as establishing the diversity (or lack thereof) within the white supremacist
movement.

The 48 websites were broken down into the following distribution: nine nativist
sites, nine neo-Nazi/holocaust denial websites, eight skinhead sites, fourteen white
nationalist sites, and eight other sites. The websites were found using a number of
different sources, but generally one of the greatest frustrations involved finding websites
that were still in operation. Despite the fact the February 2009 Hate Directory was used
as a starting point, it readily became apparent that perhaps one in ten of the web
addresses listed provided live links. More often than not clicking on a link lead to a
redirection of the browser to the hosting company’s webpage with a variation of the 403
and 404-type internet errors (i.e. File Not Found). The second most common type of
error involved websites which were live, but had been “web-squatted” by various hosting
sites which advertised links to items which might be of interest to the casual browser.
This included links for “funny tattoos,” “American and European” studies, and “Black
and White [Photography].”

On a handful of occasions, the research team encountered domains which were

specifically offered for sale, including their appraised value. Surprisingly enough, in
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some cases this supposed value was rated at several thousand dollars. One of the
websites analyzed for this study actually contained a note from the webmaster in which
he offered to sell his website to like-minded individuals. According to the owner:

We are now taking bids from honorable racialist organizations and people who
want to take up the Zog's Nightmare [sic] cause and lead. At the end of the month
we will announce the results of the auction and the racialist winner.

In many cases the names of the website and their organizations do not necessarily
reflect the criteria used by the researcher. For example, although one might suspect that a
group named “The National Socialist Movement Party,” with its references to the
German Nazi party of the 1930s (i.e. National Socialist- Nationalsozialistische) would
best be categorized as a Neo-Nazi/Holocaust Denial group. However, a close, detailed
examination of the group’s statements and content indicated otherwise. Given their
identified mission statement included such phrases as “defending the rights of white
people everywhere,” “preservation of European Culture and heritage,” and “economic
self-sufficiency and reform of illegal immigration policies,” it became clear that despite
the inclusion of the terms “National Socialist” in their name, the group would be more
accurately described as White Nationalist for the purposes of this study.

As part of a systematic, non-random approach towards the sampling, additional
websites were located using a variety of means. Skinhead websites in particular
presented a problem for the researcher due to the fact that Skinhead websites—more than
most other hate-related websites—had a very high proportion of dead links. This
presented a problem when relying on the Hate Directory and various web rings which
oftentimes were woefully out of date or inadequate in providing useful resources.

However, once a few websites were secured, the content analysis of the site allowed the

29



researchers to obtain the names of other, associated groups and with the use of the web
search engine Google, these additional associated sites were located. One particularly
good example of this occurred during the analysis of the website for the Hammerskin
Nation when content on it and other web pages indicated that they had for a time feuded
with a group called the Vinlander Social Club. This lead to a plethora of other websites
which were associated with the Vinlanders, thus providing more materials to help flesh
out the skinhead section of the study.

The sites included in the study represent a solid cross-section of various
subgroupings based on the theoretical model. This should not, however, be taken as an
indication of any sort of proportionality with regards to the overall numbers of white
supremacist websites as a whole. Thus while Skinhead sites make up eight of the 48 sites
examined, one should not conclude that this proportion is true reflection of the proportion
of skinhead sites as a totality of all hate-related sites.

With regards to the coding procedure, each website was analyzed with the upmost
care and precision. Once an active website was identified, every possible link within the
website was explored (within reason). In websites which contained hundreds of articles
and manifestos, only the subject headings or first few articles in each “sub-section” were
examined, depending on the website’s organization. Given the fact that certain websites
advertised themselves as white supremacist “reading rooms,” critically examining and
reading every article published would simply be impossible.

As the websites were analyzed, each relevant aspect of the coding was entered
into an Excel-generated codebook. These included the name of the website, its web

address, its subcultural classification, its mission statement (if provided, if not, comments
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by the researcher were written in place of a mission statement), and the perceived
“targets” of each group. The classification of the website according to subgroup was
done using a number of relevant keywords. For example, references to “confederates,”
“Dixie,” the Ku Klux Klan, and websites which generally promoted Southern of Euro-
American heritage were classified as belonging to the nativist subgroup. Likewise,
references to “boot boys,” “skins,” “oi rock,” and “freshcuts” usually resulted in a
classification of a website as belonging to the racist skinhead subgroup.

With regards to the mission statement and target groups portion of the websites,
the classifications were largely subjective. As much of the groups’ own words as
possible were used to identify the target populations of each group, as well as the
materials provided. Several websites, for example, offered crudely drawn comics in
which African-Americans were portrayed as thuggish animals who lusted after white
flesh (Figs. 1 and 2). When faced with this content, the website in question had African-
Americans added to its list of perceived enemies/threats. Likewise, certain websites
featured downloadable games wherein one could choose to play as a concentration camp
commandant in WWII, which resulted in Jews being added to those websites’ listed
enemies. Thus while it was uncommon for white supremacist websites to specifically
identify their enemies by name, when a subjective analysis of the contents the sites was
performed it became possible to draw certain inferences regarding the enemies of each

website, and thus draw conclusions regarding each subgroup as a whole.
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Part 7: Findings- White Nationalists

Of the 48 websites examined as part of this study, the most common subgrouping
based on an analysis of the web content was that of White Nationalist. White
Nationalism, for the purposes of this study, was the label used for organizations which
had as their primary goal a policy of emphasis on the superiority of the white race. These
organizations focused on separating people of various races in order to maintain general
racial purity and the concept of Aryan uniqueness. Groups which could be identified
with the Christian Identity movement were also included under this label.

More so than the other subgroups, White Nationalists (14 of the 48 sites) tended
to focus on the spiritual aspect of the White or Aryan race and couch their mission
statements in messiah-like terms. A concrete example of this may be seen in the mission
statement of a group calling itself the United Church of YHWH, which reads:

We Believe: The "Chosen Race"(Adamites) derive out of the White, Anglo-
Saxon Race of people. This Remnant will be saved, and no others will follow
into Glory on the Spiritual Plain. Along with Scriptural guidance we believe in
the validity and utmost importance of Baptism, Communion, Sanctification,
Feast Days, blood atonement, and striving to follow YHWH's Laws accordingly.

Despite the presence of their mission statements, virtually none of the other subgroups
contained any theological content similar to that presented above. However in the White
Nationalist subgroup such sentiments were abundant.

White Nationalist websites were not, however, universally focused on race in
spiritual terms, and not every website featured a section devoted to religion. Indeed,
certain groups appeared largely secular in nature although almost every one mentioned
the importance of religion and some specifically condemned “godlessness” or atheism.

For example, the National Socialist Movement Party in its mission statement writes:
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The NSM's core beliefs include: defending the rights of white people
everywhere, preservation of our European culture and heritage, strengthening
family values, economic self-sufficiency, and reform of illegal immigration
policies, immediate withdrawal of our national military from an illegal Middle
Eastern occupation and promotion of white separation.

Generally, however, the mission statements of White Nationalist organizations were
similar in that they expressed an interest in racial separatism and focusing on the
uniqueness and importance of white culture.

With regards to the enemies listed by the organizations White Nationalists
typically had the greatest number of enemies and also the most diverse. Examples
included the Jews or “ZOG” (Zionist Occupational Government), African-Americans,
Communists, Liberals, Homosexuals, Muslims, Humanists, and in one interesting case,
“drunkards” (although this term was not defined in any way). More so than most, White
Nationalists also seemed to resent the government and various organizations focused on
global affairs such as the United Nations and the World Bank, which is interesting given
their focus on matters of race. American Reformation Ministries/Keltic Klan Kirk in
particular focused on the threats presented to the white race on the international level,
listing amongst its enemies the United States’, Mexican, Russian, Chinese, and other
“Negroid” governments.

As a group focused on racial separatism and white spirituality, the White
Nationalist groups provided some of the most concrete and well-articulated visions for
the future and “solutions” to their perceived problems. These largely focused on the
building of all-white communities, creating a “living space” for the white race, and
participation in spiritual growth. A typical example of this comes from the National
Socialist Education Center, whose goals fall under the headings of “A White America,”

“White World Solidarity,” “A New Social Order,” “An Honest Economy,” “White Self-
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Defense,” “A Government by Leaders,” “A Spiritual Rebirth,” “An Aryan Culture,” “A
Healthy Environment,” and “A Better Race.” While these headings are all accompanied
by text justifying and explaining the position, actual details as to how this will be
accomplished (by means of rallies, elections, or armed insurrection) are absent.

With regards to violence and committing illegal acts against the enemies listed by
the sites, White Nationalist groups are divided. Yahweh’s Brigade, for example, had this
to say:

Yahweh's Brigade is NOT advocating violence or illegal actions! This web-site
is intended to educate and enlighten...we are spreading the word of YHVH!!!
Our goal is to educate as many of our brothers and sisters as possible, whether
they choose to accept and embrace their identity is completely up to them. We
strive to seperate[sic] ourselves as much as possible from the evils in todays[sic]
society and shield our families from innappropriate[sic] influences. It is our job,
those who have been awakened, to help those who have not.

Other groups, alternately, were less restrained in their views regarding the use of
violence. American Reformation Ministries/Keltic Klan Kirk for example featured a
large amount of militaristic jargon and appeared to sponsor several quasi-militaristic
groups such as the “Rebel Officers’ Training Corps” and features pictures of masked men
holding rifles and wearing camouflage (Fig. 3). However, despite what might be
interpreted as threatening posturing, nowhere is it stated that group members should take
matters into their own hands (although the concept of “White Self-Defense” does feature

prominently in several sites).
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Part 8: Findings- Neo-Nazi/Holocaust Denial

The next most common type of website analyzed in this study was that identified
with Neo-Nazi and Holocaust denial beliefs. These websites accounted for nine out of
the 48 websites and in many ways represented the most literate and organized of the sites.
As previously mentioned, Neo-Nazi and Holocaust Denial sites were selected on the
grounds of an appeal to an idealistic view of white supremacy and fascism in the past,
specifically that of National Socialist Germany between the years 1933 and 1945, but
also that of other regimes such as fascist Italy and Franco’s Spain. One of the key
differences between the two, however, was the fact that while white nationalists often
offered justification for a whites-only American government and saw such goals as
attainable, this was not the case for Holocaust Denial and Neo-Nazi groups. Typically,
while the former focused on the future of a whites-only state, the latter primarily
concerned itself with an interest in “repairing” the reputation of Adolph Hitler and
correcting the “myths” associated with Nazi Germany. Thus while there was some
overlap between the two subgroups, Neo-Nazis and Holocaust Deniers were more
focused on Nazi Germany specifically, attempting to whitewash and otherwise justify
the policies and procedures of the Nazi party with regards to Jews and other non-Aryans.

In terms of targets, Neo-Nazi/Holocaust Denial groups were the most focused and
narrow. While virtually all websites sampled mentioned Jews and “Zionists” as enemies
of the white race, this subgrouping not only had the least number of non-Jewish enemies
listed, but also tended to focus on Jews and what they termed the “Holocaust lobby” more
so than any other target. Secondary opponents, when listed, often involved communists

or those with liberal beliefs, though it should also be noted that in the minds of many
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white supremacists, communism and Judaism are seen as inexorably linked, and as such
these inclusions should not come as a surprise.

In keeping with the theme of Nazi apologetics and the promotion of idealized
notions of racial government while combating a Jewish menace, the mission statements
of this subgroup often focused on these themes. A good example of pro-Nazi ideology
may be seen in the mission statement of the website entitled National Socialist Black
Metal, which reads in part:

The extremes of musical passion attract fascist ideologies in a time when a[sic]
Judeo-Christian moral values have caused humanity to poison the earth and sky
and waters, destroy ancient cultures and adulterate their races, enslave many to
the tedium of a society motivated by commerce, and remove all desire for
individuality in existence.

As is typical with this subgroup, National Socialist Black Metal—despite being primarily
a music-based webpage-- focuses on what it sees as the nefarious plans of the Judeo-
Christian culture responsible for the decay of modern society. Further parallels between
the goals of the subgroup and a reverence for Nazi Germany may be observed by a group
calling itself the New Order. Although not mentioning the Nazi regime explicitly, the
New Order writes:

[Our] way calls for a rebirth of racial idealism and reverence for the eternal laws
of Nature. It involves a new awareness, a new faith, a new way of life—a New
Order. If you would like to find out more about a great historic movement of
white men and women working to build a better future, contact us today at the
address shown below.

This is of course in keeping with the general themes of international fascism and the

German atmosphere of the 1930s in terms of an idealized revolution, rebirth, and

reawakening of the white race alongside a complete restructuring of existing society.
The other “prong” of Neo-Nazi and Holocaust Denial groups is the denial of the

commonly accepted historical fact that there existed in Germany under the rule of the
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Nazis a single, systematic program of genocide and cultural extermination focused
largely on the Jews of Europe but also on any number of groups perceived as socially
undesirable (such as Slavs, gypsies, homosexuals, captured Soviet soldiers, communists,
and many others). Web contents of this type typically appear in two forms. The first
focuses on the alleged impossibilities of a holocaust occurring, such as those provided by
Air Photo Evidence/Ball Report. As part of a larger collection of anti-holocaust
materials, the Ball Report claims that areal photographs taken during WWI11I indicate the
absence of any features which would be consistent with mass gassings and a disposal of
bodies via crematoria. One example of this may be found on the Ball Report’s website,
which states:

In 1944 the Americans and British had the ability to pin-point bomb the Birkenau
cremation buildings or rail-lines leading to camp, but after military studies of air
photos and spy reports concluded that inmates were not being executed, no
American or British leader ordered bombing of Birkenau because they believed
executions were not occurring.

Such “evidence” is presented on the website with photo commentaries and illustrations
and citations in a vaguely academic-looking format.

The second type of holocaust denial content associated with the subgroup is that
which seeks to expose the supposed involvement of a global conspiracy amongst
academia, politicians, and governments (especially the Israeli government) in faking or
forging most of the evidence of the holocaust’s occurrence. The mission statement of the
Australia-based Adelaide Institute makes this point very forcefully:

The Holocaust-Shoah is pure hatred directed against Germans and anything to do
with Germans. Anyone who believes in the HOLOCAUST-SHOAH is directly
responsible for the Palestinian Holocaust. HOW CAN YOU DENY THAT
WHICH NEVER HAPPENED?[emphasis in original]
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By drawing parallels between the “supposed” holocaust of the Jews in Europe and the
continued occupation of the Palestinian Territories by the government of Israel, the
Adelaide Institute and similar organizations seek to establish that not only did the
holocaust never occur (or occurred in a much more limited form), but that it is being used
to cover up the continued abuse of Palestinians at the hands of Israelis and also target the
German and Germanic people in order to handicap the white race and smear the supposed
benefits and benevolence of the Nazi government.

Just as the mission statements of the subgroup are somewhat bifurcated, so too are
the listed goals of the organizations. While Neo-Nazis may differ in terms of the focus of
their organization when compared to White Nationalist organizations, in terms of goals
they are remarkably similar, if with a more philo-Germanic approach. Aside from merely
opposing minorities or engaging in white separatism, Neo-Nazis often emphasize the
economic and societal changes they wish to enact upon society, often seen as an
establishment of a new order based on the life of Adolph Hitler. This sometimes
(although not always) expresses itself in quasi-religious, messianistic terms, with the
New World Order writing:

Yes, Adolf Hitler did die. But the good news is that He is not dead. He has been
reborn—resurrected and transfigured. His spirit has risen from the grave, even as
He said it would; and He is alive in the world today!

The Holocaust Denial-focused section of the subgroup, while often praising Hitler and

embellishing and idealizing the Nazi regime and its leaders, usually couches its goals in
more reasonable and academic-sounding language. On the grounds that there is a pro-

holocaust stranglehold on academia and history, or by heavily emphasizing the right to

freedom of speech, thought, and expression, these groups attempt to challenge the

conventionally held view that the holocaust occurred. Holocaust denial laws, they often
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argue, not only hamper the ability of historians to engage in free inquiry but amount to
thought-denial by government authorities. In some cases, Holocaust Deniers see a far

more sinister narrative, such as the website www.nazigassings.com, which writes:

The holocaust hoax is anti-German racism gone wild; it is a form of collective
lunacy, even a new kind of religion. The alleged gassings never happened. The
myth is based on the widely held delusion, promoted in the US by the
government itself, that gas executions are technically simple, quick and even
relatively painless. During and after WW2, routine life-saving German measures
using cyanide gas and Zyklon-B to keep people alive were deliberately
misrepresented as devices for mass extermination. Actual mass murders
committed by the Allies have been blamed on the Germans.

In addition, certain groups as the Adelaide Institute offer support and keep followers
abreast of the latest developments in free speech lawsuits and trials, while others such as
Yggdrasil’s Library attempt to “educate” the public by hosting as much Neo-Nazi and

Holocaust Denial articles, papers, publications, and photos in a single, accessible place.
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Part 9: Nativists

The third most common type of white supremacist website was represented by the
Nativist subgroup (nine out of 48) and was characterized by groups which focus
particularly on the United States or European countries, the domestic government,
domestic society, foreign threats such as illegal immigration, and a nostalgia for the
Confederate States of America and/or a specifically “southern” or “rural” American
identity. One of the websites analyzed was that of the National Alliance- British People’s
Party, and although that organization is based outside the United States, it shares many of
the same characteristics and so is included under this subgrouping.

Nativist organizations differed from other groups primarily in their stated mission
objectives. Whereas White Nationalist and Neo-Nazi/Holocaust Denial groups often
(although not always) tended to idealize Germanic/Aryan ancestry and often categorically
rejected Christianity as a form of Judaism in favor of Norse-style religions, Nativists
almost exclusively focused on their conservative Christian roots and heavily emphasized
the importance of Christianity in attempting to reverse the moral decline of their country.
Several of the organizations’ mission statements mentioned God and religion specifically,
while others referred to their “kin” or folk, an ideology known as “kinism” which is
widely adhered to amongst nativist elements both in the United States as well as abroad.

One of the most striking aspects of nativism when compared to other groups is the
focus it places on conservativism and an attempt to “rescue” or otherwise protect an age-
old institution which is seen as under attack, unlike other organizations which seek to
establish a new future and social restructuring. This may be seen in the mission

statement of the United Northern and Southern Knights of the Ku Klux Klan:
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The United Northern and Southern Knights of the Ku Klux Klan is a patriotic,
fraternal, law abiding organization. We are working to uphold the Christian
values this country was founded on. We protect these values from those who seek
to remove them from our society. Our ideology is simple, self preservation and
the advancement of the White Christian America.

Another striking aspect of Nativist mission statements was the often-times explicit
renunciation of violence or any form of illegal activity, as demonstrated above. Far from
being unusual, such statements were common in the Nativist subgroup, often appearing
on the title page or displayed in other prominent locations around the website.

More so than most other white supremacist groups, Nativists tended to focus less
on Jews as a threat to their well-being (although one website did recommend the 1940
Nazi film “The Eternal Jew” as suitable) and more on African-Americans and Hispanics.
The National Alliance-British People’s Party specifically referred to its enemies as the
“mud-brown” peoples of the world, as well as immigrants, sentiments shared by the
Church of the United Realms of the American Ku Klux Klan. An example of this may be
seen on the website for the Louisiana Knights of the KKK, which writes:

The Louisiana Knights is a White Christian Organization. We are fighting to
take back our BIRTHRIGHT! The State of Louisiana was founded and settled
by our European Ancestors. Freed Slaves and Foreigners have NO rightful claim
to our Lands or Goverment.[sic] We will work to end the take over of our Gov.
and lands by our enimies[sic] foreign and domestic . Stand up today before our
Childrens future and Heritage is destroyed. Stand up before Louisiana is
destroyed.

Unlike the other subgroups, Nativist sites often identified the Civil Rights Movement of
the 1950s and 1960s as a specific point at which a decline in the American way of life
took place. The National Knights Youth Corp under a heading of “Black Myths”
attempts to paint Martin Luther King Jr. in as negative light as possible, referring to him
as a communist, a fraud, and strongly insinuating that he was a rapist. Furthermore,

several Nativist websites encouraged a highly negative perception of African-Americans
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and Hispanics, with websites such as Altermedia News, USA describing the “Invasion
Routes” of immigrants into Europe, referring to President Obama as “Obongo,” and
raising the possibility of Spanish-language Wal Marts in the near future. Thus, while
Jews and other external threats may sometimes appear amongst Nativist websites, by far
the single greatest target of these groups remains African-Americans and Hispanics.
While Nativist websites generally were the most likely to specifically state
opposition to violence or any kind of illegal activity, they also demonstrated some of the
greatest enthusiasm for accomplishing their goals. The Church of the United Realms of
American Ku Klux Klan, for example, includes on their sidebar a button which reads
“Report Illegal Aliens,” which directs the web surfer to contact the department of
Immigration and Customs Enforcement and provides its contact information. Likewise,
the Nativist news clearinghouse National News Alliance contains a number of links to
what they term “Love Your Race” which, centered around Valentine’s Day, is designed
to act as an outreach effort to other non-participants in the movement whom they feel
may be suitable for recruitment. The United Northern and Southern Knights of the Ku
Klux Klan have as a stated objective the reunification of splinter KKK groups and the
establishment of stronger alliances within the white supremacist movement. They seek to
present a more united front for white supremacy to the general public. Thus while the
Nativist subgroup may not have the largest web presence, it certainly appears that they
are by far the most physically active group with regards to participation offline and in the

real world.
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Part 10: Findings- Racist Skinheads and Others

Before launching into a discussion of the characteristics of racist skinheads, it is
important to add a caveat. The Skinhead subculture is one which is primarily focused on
music and a musical lifestyle, not a set political ideology. The skinhead subculture itself
began in the 1960s and originally focused on west Caribbean reggae-style music,
oftentimes known as two-tone or “ska.” During the 1970s and 1980s, the skinhead
subculture began to receive strong influences from the hard rock and punk rock scene,
and from there developed into the subculture as it exists today. Although the term
“skinhead” used by the popular media and the general public is oftentimes synonymous
with white supremacist music and attitudes, this should not obscure the fact there exist
within the skinhead music scene a great variety of political groups and organizations.
These include the communo-anarchistic R.A.S.H. and Redskins, the profoundly anti-
racist S.H.A.R.P. movement, as well as unaffiliated skinhead music fans, including some
who continue to listen to afro-Caribbean style music.

The Skinhead subgrouping specifically analyzed the white supremacist-oriented
groups within the skinhead movement, commonly referred to as either “boneheads” by
the rest of the skinhead music scene, or “Hammerskins” due to the name of one of the
original neo-Nazi skinhead clubs at the dawn of the new skinhead movement.

Of all the groups analyzed as part of this study, Skinheads typically appeared to
be the most militant and violent. Although it may be possible to write off such language
as an attempt at posturing or a byproduct of a music-based subculture wherein violent
lyrics and imagery appear, the willingness of such organizations to state these attitudes in

a public sphere is profoundly interesting given the tendency of other organizations to
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remain mute on the subject, or denounce violence altogether. A good example of such an
outlook appears in the mission statement of the group Skinheads of the Racial Holy War,

who state:

The Racial Holy War to achieve Worldwide White supremacy, and it's Day of the
Rope; also called The Gotterddmmerung (goddamn in English), Ragnarok, or
Twilight of the Gods by Aryan Heathens; and The Apocalypse, Armageddon,
Doomsday, The End Times, or Judgement[sic] Day by ldentity Christians; IS
coming in this generation! The victory will be OURS! Sieg Heil! [emphasis in
original]

In addition to this statement, the main page of the Skinheads of the Racial Holy War
includes a hand-drawn illustration featuring two camouflage-clad skinheads beating a
dark-skinned person with a “Kill Whitey” t-shirt, complete with burning cross, swastika-
moon, and lynched person in the background (Fig. 4). Finally, the only link on the
webpage which does not link back to another racist webpage features an illustration in the
same style of a hooded clansman with glowing read eyes holding up a noose with the
battle flag of the Confederacy in the background. An additional example may be seen on
the webpage for the Vinlanders Social Club who, referring to a fight at an anti-fascist
protest:

Being a communist just isn't what it used to be...

Two groups called the Western European Bloodline and the Aryan Guard
attempted to have a White Pride Day celebration which was violently attacked by
masked anarchists. The result was not so favorable for the commies. Good job
for the Canadian skins.

Although the mission statement of Skinheads of the Racial Holy War is certainly
the most extreme of any of the 48 pages analyzed, it is by no means unique within the
subgrouping. Another pro-Skinhead website (which appeared to be linked to the
Skinheads of the Racial Holy War) entitled “Zog’s Nightmare” had on its pre-entry page

an audio recording which stated: “this is a white-only website. No niggers, spics,
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faggots, Jews, or other mud,” and appeared to be the new home of the website

www.Nukelsrael.com.

This is not to suggest that Skinhead websites universally advocated violence or
illegal activity. On the contrary. While none of the websites in their mission statements
denounced violence or criminal activity, at least a few such as the Maryland State
Skinheads emphasized the need for a positive scene for white youths. Furthermore, more
so than any other white supremacist organization, skinheads rejected drugs and drug use
specifically, whereas other subgroups barely mentioned drug use outside of the context of
demonizing minority criminals.

The listed enemies of the Skinhead subgroup were a fairly diverse lot, with Jews
and “Zionists” featuring prominently, along with African-Americans and other minorities
to a lesser extent. However, Skinheads were also unique amongst the white supremacist
movement in that amongst their list of enemies were a number of splinter groups and
feuding factions within the white supremacist movement. Examples of these include the
(now-resolved) conflict between the Vinlander Social Club and the Hammerskin Nation,
ZOGs Nightmare’s Jim Ramm’s feud with the National Socialist Movement, and several
others. Where other subgroups often mentioned in their mission statement a desire to
unify various white supremacist factions in a common struggle, skinhead groups showed
almost no interest in this goal, and generally appeared content to maintain the status quo.
Aside from the obvious incitement to violence or engagement in what they termed
“defensive” actions against perceived enemies, the Skinhead subgroup generally
presented few proposed solutions to the perceived problem, other than preparation for

final war with the United States” government and other sinister forces.
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The final type of subgroup analyzed was that of “Other,” the group reserved for
white supremacist websites that did not clearly fit into any of the other subgroupings
(eight out of 48 sites). Generally an eclectic lot, this subgroup included two websites
providing generally racist and anti-Semitic materials such as news articles and computer
games, an online shop selling merchandise such as racist music and t-shirts, a political
action party (The Ulster White Nationalist Party), an anti-Semitic blog, the women’s
organization for the National Socialist Movement (geared towards food drives for needy
white families), and a Satanic, anti-Judeo-Christian website. While these organizations
almost universally listed Jews as enemies, the eclectic nature of the grouping meant that a
large number of diverse enemies were listed, from Communists and Liberals, to

Republican Irish, pedophiles, and anything having to do with the Abrahamic faiths.
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Part 11: Cross-Group Comparison

Having examined the various different characteristics of white supremacist
websites and comparing their characteristics across different subgroupings, the question
remains: what conclusions may be drawn from this study? Despite the vast differences in
outlook, design, sophistication, mission statements, enemies, and proposed solutions to
various problems, white supremacist websites are generally more alike than they are
different in many key respects. Though these differences may at times serve to highlight
the disunity and different facets of the white supremacist movement, several conclusions
may nevertheless be drawn.

First and foremost, there can be little doubt that the primary target of the white
supremacist movement online is that of the Jews, “Zionists,” and those labeled as Jewish
sympathizers. A full 37 of 48 websites reported in one way or another having Jewish
enemies or being opposed to a Jewish “menace.” While certain groups were more likely
to engage in anti-Semitic rhetoric and feature anti-Israeli and anti-Jewish content, every
one of the six subgroupings contained at least one website targeting Jews. A particularly
good example of this may be seen in Figure 5, wherein the Libertarian National Socialist
Green Party which asks “why die for Israel?” Secondary targets which featured
prominently included African-Americans, Hispanics, as well as generalized non-white or
“mud” peoples, however these did not typically differentiate between individual groups
within the non-white category. A map provided by the American Nazi Party, for
example, shows the United States with each state colored in different shades of brown in
accordance with the proportion of non-white inhabitants, with the cryptic warning that

“Texas [is] now a majority-minority state (Fig. 6). Communists, socialists, and liberals
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also appeared as suitable targets of the white supremacist movement, however this was
much less common and generally omitted from any “official” enemies list (although
given the common linkages in white supremacist literature between communism and
Judaism, the addition of communists and liberals to the list of enemies might have been
seen as redundant by certain groups).

Aside from the listed enemies and targets of the websites, the targeted audience
and consumer of the website also appeared homogenous. While a particularly salient
example of audience screening was provided by the website ZOG’s Nightmare (“No
niggers, spics, faggots, Jews, or other mud”), several websites such as the Keystone
Skinheads United featured prominent warnings on their “entry” page, wherein they
warned potential viewers that the material contained within was of a controversial, non-
PC and inflammatory nature and cautioned readers to continue at their own risk. Other
websites shared similar entry pages, including at least one which warned that the IP
addresses of all visitors were being recorded.

Once inside the websites, however, little restraint was shown in terms of contents
or beliefs. The materials seemed directed primarily at adult white men, with very little
content which would appeal to women, young adults, children, or non-whites. Indeed,
much of the material appearing on the web pages seemed to reinforce the idea of a
hypermasculized Aryan warrior, complete with militant language, as well as invocations
to combat and illustrations of white men beating or attacking minority males. The sexual
purity of white women in particular seemed to be a primary concern of several white

supremacist pages, which would indicate a strong male audience identification. One such
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example may be seen on the “Black History Myths” portion of the National Knights
Youth Corps:

It is reported King organized wild interracial sex orgies, which included acts of
perversion, hired prostitutes, forced a young white civil rights workers to prove
her loyalty to him, etc.

While it is certainly possible that the above statement was directed at white women in an
attempt to warn them of the dangers of African-American men, this seems unlikely.
Given the well-documented concern of conservative southern whites of racial
miscegenation and the stereotype of the African-American male as a sex-crazed animal
lusting after white flesh, it is more likely that the above statement is meant as a warning
to other white men of the dangers of allowing powerful black men near white women.

Another example (this time from the Skinhead subgroup) is provided by a number
of illustrations, posters, and comics from ZOG’s Nightmare, as mentioned earlier. In one
of the comics, a nervous white woman with a “Stamp out Racism” pin is surrounded by
stereotypically drawn African-American men who exclaim “Hey ‘Bros-" white meat
tonight” under a caption of “poetic justice” (Fig.1). In another, an innocent white girl is
surrounded by leering African-American males with the caption “Is she worth fighting
for? We think so, do you?” (Fig. 2). While such illustrations might appeal to the
sensibilities of both genders, the implication that white womanhood is worth “fighting”
for, when juxtaposed with comics featuring the adventures of the superhero White Man
are unmistakably designed to appeal to an aggressive male demographic.

With regards to other aspects of the target audience, several websites showed a
marked concern for the roles of women within the white community, often in terms of
statements of belief or purpose. Generally speaking, when these appeared the general

theme was that of female subservience to male dominance. Using a combination of Bible
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quotations, excerpts from Nazi ideology and the statements of various group founders,
the theme of the documents tended to highlight the role of the woman as profoundly
traditional in contrast to the unbridled feminism and lesbianism white supremacists often
associated with racial and political impurity. Even within the context of web pages
geared specifically towards women such as the NSM Women’s Division, the roles of
women were focused almost exclusively on the “hearth and home” aspect of the white
supremacist lifestyle. Examples include excerpts from the NSMWD’s publication “The
National Socialist Digest” whose January 2007 edition included such articles as
“Recepies,” “Danger Lurking in Your Kitchen,” and “How to Work Third Shift and Stay
Healthy.”

Another prominent point of agreement by virtually all the white supremacist
websites surveyed was the importance placed on the maintenance of a religious
experience and identity, although the exact nature of that identity varied considerably
from group to group. Typically, this religious focus honed in on three types of worship:
traditional, conservative Judeo-Christian belief (most common amongst nativist groups),
Christian Identity belief systems (often espoused by White Nationalists), and white-
supremacist influenced Germanic or Teutonic paganism with a hint of esoteric Nazism
(most common amongst Neo-Nazi and Holocaust denial groups). While the
condemnation of atheists or atheism as a particular target of white supremacist hatred
remained rather rare, given the often inseparable association between liberalism,
communism, and godlessness amongst white supremacist and conservative groups, such a
listing might be seen as redundant. However, as part of a restructuring of society or the

creation of a “new order” many of the surveyed groups seemed certain that in addition to
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the physical and material changes which would occur, a profound spiritual awakening
and transformation would occur.

With regards to the technological and grammatical sophistication of the websites
surveyed, the organizations generally seemed to lag behind the curve of technological
sophistication. While some of the websites were aesthetically appealing and included
photographs, documents, hyperlinks, customized backgrounds, and desktop themes
suitable for white supremacist consumption, none of the websites appeared particularly
sophisticated. Many were poorly designed and formatted, oftentimes consisting of
nothing more than rambling lines of text in multiple different fonts and colors with no
clear organizational principle. Furthermore, while certain websites did feature
downloadable music and video game files, very few seemed to have utilized any kind of
Web 2.0 features which have become the norm amongst the more sophisticated internet
bloggers. Features such as Twitter, podcasts, Youtube or Google-embedded videos, chat
rooms, invitations to join Facebook groups and the like were almost universally absent
from the pages surveyed.

In keeping with this particular lack of technological sophistication, a large number
of the websites originally contacted for this survey were hosted on publically-accessible
web building websites, such as Lycos, Google, Anglefire, and others. Unsurprisingly,
since virtually all major webhosting companies have very strict anti-racist and anti-
inflammatory policies regarding what is and is not acceptable content, the majority of
these websites had been shut down. Nevertheless, a few websites hosted by these
companies remained active, signaling that at least some of the sites were able to escape

the notice of the company censors and legal department.
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Finally, despite the various differences in ideology, outlook, and strength of the
subgroupings, certain characteristics nevertheless remained present. Various stock
phrases, statements, and numeric or runic designations such as 88 (Heil Hitler), 18 (AH—
Adolf Hitler), and 14 (the famous white supremacist phrase “We must secure the
existence of our people and a future for white children”) all appeared regardless of the
website designations and seemed nearly universal, even amongst sites with no apparent
relationship to Nazism. This would seem to underscore the importance placed upon the
powerful symbols of a semi-unified white supremacist movement and, perhaps, indicate
that despite the different ideological “flavors” of white supremacy, all share certain core

beliefs which vary little from group to group.
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Part 12: Conclusion

This study represents one of the first content analyses of extremist web content
for a number of years. This will come as a timely addition to an already-sparsely
populated field of study of which little is known outside of legal and law enforcement
circles. Although previously mentioned in the Findings and Cross-Group Comparison
sections, several key findings must be reiterated. First of all, there can be no doubt that
the internet has been utilized by a wide spectrum of racist organizations which have come
to recognize the usefulness of the internet as a method of communication and message
dissemination. These websites vary in sophistication from crude to the relatively
advanced, although as yet none of the websites surveyed seemed to have begun using
Web 2.0 features such as Twitter, Facebook, Youtube, or other social networking tools.

Generally speaking, while the targeted groups represented a wide range of
cultures as well as religious and political beliefs, Jews were almost universally identified
as opponents by the white supremacist sites regardless of subcultural affiliation. In
addition, while communists, African-Americans, and Hispanics were predominantly
identified as opponents by nativist organizations, Skinhead and Neo-Nazi/Holocaust
denial groups were more likely to see their opponents in more generalized terms, rather
than focusing on any specific groups.

Finally, one of the sharpest distinctions made between white supremacist
organizations was that of the membership’s religion. While nativist and “patriotic” type
organizations frequently identified as conservative, evangelical Christians who defended
the faith against pagans, atheists, and Muslims, white nationalist organizations tended to

focus more on new-age, Germanic and Nordic pagan religious affiliations. This may in
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fact be related to the historical origins of each subgroup, with nativist groups drawing on
the “traditional values” of conservative America, whilst white supremacists preferred to
see the white race in it “purest” form as worshipping ancestral gods.

As a whole, this study greatly contributes to the existing body of knowledge on
the subject of white supremacist groups and their use of the internet. By comparing and
contrasting groups based on their own words and content, this study has shown that
despite some large-scale theoretical similarities, the white supremacist movement is fairly
fractured and is composed of a number of very different people with different goals,
fears, and ideals. Given the increased interest in terrorist threats from the far-right of the
American political spectrum in light of the 2008 election, this study is a timely and useful
contribution to the field of criminology.

Nevertheless, despite the wide degree of latitude such a unique study enjoys, there
are some limitations worth noting. First of all, whether or not certain content is “hate-
related” depends largely on one’s point of the view. Several websites which have been
labeled as “hate sites” in the context of this study clearly deny being involved in the
promotion of hate or stereotyping, instead preferring to refer to themselves as “racialists”
(instead of racists).. Indeed, many members of such organizations claim that far from
hating minorities, they simply seek to promote and educate the public about the history
and culture of the white race, and even the balance of power in society by removing the
“special privileges” which have been conferred upon Africa-Americans and other
minority groups. While this justification and apologia is in many ways self-serving, the

fact remains that the distinction between what is and is not “hate speech” remains murky.
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Secondly, issues of generalizability, while they have been addressed earlier,
nevertheless remain salient. Several factors must be taken into consideration when
addressing potential limitation. Insofar as criticisms concerning generalizability are
mentioned, there are several possible responses. First, the internet is so large and the
content so varied that it severely tests the human mind’s ability to fully comprehend it.
Therefore, any attempts to provide a systematic, overarching and comprehensive survey
of “all” websites devoted to a certain subject are doomed to fail, thereby limiting issues
of generalizability. While some authors have made broad estimates as to the exact
number of hate-related websites, many of these are small and ignore the fact that the
internet is in a constant state of flux, with new websites appearing and old ones
disappearing on a daily basis for a number of reasons. Given the rapidly-changing nature
of websites and their often ephemeral existence, studies which were conducted years ago
may have long since passed their “expiration date” in terms of their findings. Thus while
their findings may still be relevant within the context of what was currently available at
the time, the fact remains that the electronic landscape has changed under their feet.

The results of this study will never be entirely generalizable to the degree which certain
scholars have come to expect, and as such may be of questionable validity from an
empirical perspective. However, as already detailed elsewhere, this study is not meant to
be generalizable to the same degree as a quantitative study. Given the lack of baseline
information available about hate online, however, the fact remains that this issue is not as
troublesome as one might suspect, for as an exploratory study, generalizability is not as

important a consideration.
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With regards to further, future research on the subject, the opportunities are
widespread. This study was relatively small and studied only a relatively low number of
websites. Further studies might well expand on the existing body of knowledge and
engage in a content analysis using different websites, sources, and subcultural
classifications. The internet is vast and as economic conditions continue to deteriorate
and a new president of color begins implementing his agenda, the number of white
supremacists on the internet can only grow.

In conclusion, it is safe to say that this study is unique. As one of a handful of
projects geared towards uncovering the ways in which hatemongers utilize the world
wide web to spread their message and recruit new members, it is hoped that this study
will have a noticeable impact on the field. At a time in which international terrorism has
largely eclipsed domestic terrorism as the issue of the day in the popular imagination, it is
critical that academia not lose sight of this very real criminological problem- one which

remains as clouded today as it was a decade ago.
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Appendix: Illustrations
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Fig 1. (ZOGS Nightmare)
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Fig 2. (ZOGS Nightmare)
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Fig. 4 (Skinheads of the Racial Holy War)
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WHY DIE FOR ISRAEL?
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America spends billions of dollars
to support Israel every year, but
what do we get in return? We buy
their pricy weapons and products
and give them U.S. weapons and
economic aid for free. If they feel
like it, they'll attack one of our
ships and kill 34 Americans, like
they did on the U.S.S. Liberty.
Now we're involved in a war
against the Arab world - but what
do we get besides terrorism in
return? At least the Jewish lobby
is happy. Speak out against Israel.
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Fig 5 (Libertarian National Socialist Green Party)
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Texas now a majority-minority state

Texas has become the fourth state to have a non-white majority
population. Maryland, Mississippi, Georgia, New York and Arizona
are next in line with about 40 percent minorities.

Percentage of state population made up of minorities
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than 50%
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SOURCE: US. Coensus Buraau AP

Is Your StATE NEXT?

DON'T LET IT BE!!

Start doing something about it today!
This flood of 3rd World immigrants must stop
before the US.A. is sucked into a permanent socio-economic black hole.

Fiahtine for your children’s future in a White America. Join [5.

An ANP Info Pack is available for a $5.00 donation
ANP-P0.Box 85942 -Westland, M1 48185

www.AmericanNaziParty.com

Fig 6.(American Nazi Party)
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