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ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1
All front matter, including title page, Abstract, ToC, is present and correct.

Appropriate title and sub-title are supplied.

This dissertation analyses discursive outputs of the Suidlanders, a whites-only “civil defence
organization,” which asserts that a race war aiming to exterminate the white race in South Africa
is inevitable. The large dataset is based on transcripts produced from YouTube videos featuring
the Suidlander's main spokesperson.

The focus in the dissertation on a non-Western extreme right group is original and welcome. The
research question is clearly stated and pursued consistently throughpout the text.
methodologically, the work is overall solid. The description and application of the CDA approach
could have been improved however.

Overall, this is a thorough and sophisticated piece of analysis.

Reviewer 2

The dissertation intends to investigate discursively constructed identities of Suidlanders, which
are formed through various means of political communication targeting the sympathizers. This is
a solid disciplinary research of right-wing extremism in an interesting empirical context. The
applied conceptual framework is based on historical critical discourse analysis (CDA), which,
moreover, informs the investigation methodologically. This is a robust foundation for the
subsequently presented empirical analysis. The analysis itself profits from the author’s clear
domain expertise as well as from their ability to interpret the data in line with CDA. However,
considering the breadth and depth of the analysis, the analytical framework might have been
developed in a more detailed way, providing a fine-grained view on the data and helping the
reader to grasp all relevant nuances in full. Overall, once again, this is a solid piece of research,
demonstrating that the author understands the field of extremism studies and its methods well.




