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Abstract

This study critically analyzes the social justice discourses in terms of the language features, ideological
construction and sociopolitical implications. Utilizing Jeffries’ (2010) model of critical stylistics, critical
discourse analysis of a purposively sampled corpus of (50) extracts from the period (2015-2020), including
public speeches (e.g. Greta Thunberg’s 2019 UN Climate Action Summit speech), manifestos (e.g. Black Lives
Matter 2020 mission statement), and high-impact X posts from #BlackLivesMatter and #MeToo campaigns, is
performed. Utilizing qualitative coding in NVivo 14, the researcher finds that key stylistic practices — naming,
transitivity, modality and equating besides contrasting — shape narratives of resistance, accountability and
inclusion. The analysis also demonstrates that solidarity is encoded to (38%) of codes as unified naming, agency
1s emphasized to (30%) of codes in active transitivity, modality has (20%) of codes, and (12%) of codes are
formed in binary codes. These characteristics raise the visibility of the margins and incline policy debates and
risk for polarization in confrontational language. The work fills a void in systematic style analysis of activism
language, for discourse studies and with practical benefits for activists, policy makers and educators. In
demonstrating how language mediates social justice movements, this study highlights its contribution to
contesting power and enacting change in the world.Keywords: discourse, social justice discourse, activism
language, critical stylistics, power

1.Introduction

Social justice discourses are the ways that activists, movements, and communities use language and rhetoric to
struggle for fairness, reject structural inequalities, and transform societies (Fairclough, 2003: 8). These
discourses are articulated with coherence and communicated from public demonstrations to Facebook and
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WhatsApp campaigns, affecting how the public understands and acts. In activism, language is an important
weapon, not only for communication, but also for identity construction, issue framing, and power struggle (van
Dijk, 1995: 243). In particular, critical stylistics, a framework within critical discourse studies, offers a
methodological tool for unpacking textual-style choices and how they are encoded with issues of meaning and
ideological stances in language (Jeffries, 2010: 12). By focusing on aspects such as naming, transitivity, and
modality, critical stylistics reveals the relationship between language and power, making it an appropriate lens
to examine activism language.Although social justice discourses have been widely spread, however, little has
been done in relation to the systemic stylistic analysis of the language of the discourses. Most extant research
emphasizes on the themes or rhetorical appeals, barely paying attention to how these discourses are stylistically
nuanced (Wodak & Meyer, 2009: 20). This lacuna constrains our insights into the ways that activists use
language strategically to create sets of ideological narratives and to influence social-political products. A
stylistic critical perspective can usefully mediate this gap, providing an understanding of the linguistic
operation of social justice activism.

2.Research Objectives

In this article, the researcher aims to achieve three main purposes:

1.to recognize the most salient stylistic characteristics of social justice discourses (e.g., linguistic choices,

syntactic patterns, rhetorical strategies),

2.to examine how these features play a role in the ideological construction of activism narratives, and

3.to assess the sociopolitical relevance of such linguistic patterns in the process of shaping public discourse and

policy making.

3.Research QuestionsThe following research questions are posited by the study:

- What kinds of stylistic phenomena characterize discourses of social justice?

- How do these stylistic aspects contribute to the making of activist ideational narratives?

- What effects do these linguistic choices have on stakeholders and society at large?

4.Significance of the Study This study advances linguistic knowledge by deploying critical stylistics to an

uncharted field, shedding light on how language works in social justice activism. The study has practical

implications for activists, policy-makers, and educators who seek to challenge or affirm these discourses by

revealing the stylistic foundations of these discoursive practices. It also facilitates a case for citizens to scrutinize

with moral eye the influence of language on social-political phenomena, contributing to public debate in a more

informed and just way (Fairclough, 2003: 209).

5. Literature Review

As Norman Fairclough has argued, CDA is a powerful tool with which one can analyze how language is involved

in the reproduction or transformation of power relations in society. CDA assumes that discourse is a social

practice that not only reflects, but also constructs ideological stances, highlighting the link between language,

power and ideology (Fairclough, 1995: 132). Fairclough’s model — text, discourse practice, and sociocultural

practice — presents a tool of analysis by which linguistic choices can be read for their power relations (Fairclough,

2001: 21). This sense of the idea is particularly pertinent when considering discourses of social justice, where

language is a medium through which it argues against systemic injustice. An extension of CDA, critical stylistics,

is a particular focus on the stylistic textual characteristics to expose ideological manifestations. Within this

tradition, critical stylistics (Jeffries, 2010) investigates naming, transitivity, modality, opposition and other

elements as how texts create meaning and position readers (Jefferies, 2010: 15). For example, transitivity

selections can foreground agency or relegate responsibility, influencing the portrayal of social actors (Jeffries,

2010: 54). The framework is highly relevant for the analysis of activism language, in which style does a lot of

work to escalate demands for change or expose power structures.Sociolinguistics introduces to these approaches

by explaining how the language is a reflection and reinforcement of social differences. Linguistic practices

however can also serve as sites for the marginalization of people (van Dijk, 1993) as well as spaces where power

is negotiated (van Dijk, 1993: 249). Power dynamics in sociolinguistic research focus on context is key to the

forms taken by language (like institutional, media or influence on activist discourse) (Wodak, 2001: 10). CDA,

critical stylistics and sociolinguistics taken together offer a full theoretical focus through which the stylistic

characteristics of social justice discourses can be deconstructed, locate the present study within an

interdisciplinary approach to language and power.

6. Social Justice DiscoursesDiscourse on social justice has changed dramatically over time, in concert with a

change in the politics of activism and the changing mores of society. Formal rhetoric, such as religious and moral
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arguments, was employed by early 20th century civil rights movements to counteract racial and economic
disparities (Tilly, 2004: 34). Martin Luther King Jr., in his speeches, employed metaphor and repetition to present
justice as a common moral duty (King, 1963: 87). Early on, it sets the stage for modern activism language that
is more diverse and platform-driven. The age of social media has seen the rise of many social justice discourses
that are short, emotive, and generated through the use of hashtags (Bonilla & Rosa, 2015: 5). Groups like
#BlackLivesMatter and #MeToo have harnessed digital media to raise the volume of silenced voices—toggling
conversational ease and affective force to enrapture attention around the world (Jackson, 2020: 112). Current
trends at this intersection of rhetoric include intersectional framing “in which activists discuss overlapping
oppressions in terms of race, gender, and class” (Crenshaw, 1991: 1244). This development marks a departure
from the more inclusive and decentralized language of exchange but also prompts us to consider the stylistic
approaches that would enable them to endure. Although one of the dominant discourses of our time, social
justice discourses are rarely described for the way that they are linguistically constructed. Works such as Tufekci
(2017) focus on organizational influences of digital activism, but give relatively little attention to stylistic aspects
that inform the discourses (Tufekcei, 2017: 89). The historical and modern facets of activism language provide the
backdrop against which this present investigation seeks to probe into the impact of stylistic elements on the
ideological force of social justice discourses.

7. Stylistic Features in ActivismPrevious research on activism has found that through the use of rhetorical
devices such as metaphor, hyperbole, and narrative, audiences are mobilized. For example, Lakoff (2004) claims
that metaphors “package” social issues in a manner that coincides with ideological objectives, such as
conceptualizing radical forms of inequality as a “battle” (Lakoff, 2004: 47). And the story element itself—for
example, personal narrative—can make abstract issues human and humanizing, as they promote empathy and
solidarity (Polletta, 2006: 53). These investigations underscore the efficacy of rhetorical strategies, but are
generally not oriented around systematic investigation of stylistic corpus characteristics such as syntax or
modality.A few scholars have used linguistic models of discourse also in the context of activism. Hart’s (2014)
study of protest rhetoric yields transitivity patterns that highlight collective agency, as in active voice structures
present within slogans “We will rise” (Hart, 2014: 72). But such works have limited scope; they concentrate on
certain moves or certain aspects, but they do not undertake a full stylistic enquiry. Moreover, formal criticism of
activism is extremely limited, with studies generally privileging the content over the form of activism (Jeffries &
Walker, 2017: 19) Stylistic analyses, particularly surrounding digital activism and the exigency of fast,
multimodal communication, are lagging behind, newer methodological approaches are needed. For instance, “the
naming function and visual rhetoric of hashtags in protest imagery,... has not been subject to detailed stylistic
analysis” (Bonilla & Rosa, 2015: 7). These gaps reveal a lack of critical stylistics that maps the linguistic choices
of discourses of social justice, both traditional and new forms of activism.

8. Synthesis and Research Gap The literature reviewed in this article shows that the discourses around social
justice are a fertile ground for linguistic studies, which are guided by historical, cultural and technological
dimensions. CDA and sociolinguistics offer the theoretical constructs for accounting for discursive power
relations, while critical stylistics offers a tool to allow us to address style in terms of features. However, in general
thematic and rhetorical rather than stylistic aspects of language of activism tend to be analyzed in the existing
studies (Wodak & Meyer, 2016: 23). The absence of a (systematic) stylistic analysis shields us from the ways we
imagine a narrative through linguistic choices and from the ways we believe the lens of sociopolitics has
changedThis paper aims to fill this gap by conducting a critical stylistics of the discourses of social justice,
highlighting their dominant stylistic traits, examining what these features are doing ideologically and assessing
their sociopolitical effects. Unlike this existing research that has looked at single rhetorical devices and historical
moments, this study features a broader scope, considering various stylistic features across multiple activist
contexts. In doing so it locates itself at the crossroads of linguistics, on the one hand, and sociolinguistics and
political science (Fairclough, 2003, p. 203), on the other, in an effort to become a more directed theory of how
language effects social change.

9. Methodology

9.1. Research Design

Adopting a qualitative critical stylistic approach, the study examines the linguistic stylistic devices of social
justice, their ideology and social and political importance. Critical stylistics (Jeffries 2010) is a systematic analysis
of linguistic choices in texts through considering how style features like naming, modality, opposition and
transitivity encode ideological meanings (Jeffries 2010: 15). This approach is so appropriate to this research, as
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it connects linguistic analysis with an ideological critique, providing a useful means to explore how language
constructs narratives of activism (Fairclough, 2003: 9). The qualitative nature of the design leads to an in-depth
analysis of textual nuances, where the interpretation depth supersedes numerical generalisation (Creswell & Poth,
2018: 43). By underpinning the investigation in critical stylistics, this provides the study with a footing in critical
discourse analysis (CDA), a tradition that foregrounds language in power and social change dynamics (Wodak &
Meyer, 2016: 12). This model is motivated by the potential to break down the micro-level linguistic structures of
social justice discourses in a systematic manner and to relate them to wider sociopolitical environments.

9.2. Data Collection

The data used for this research are a purposefully chosen set of social justice discourse materials, taken from
various sources to reflect the diversity of activist language. The corpus consists of texts from public speeches,
manifestos, and social media posts made by high-profile social justice movements like #BlackLivesMatter,
#MeToo, and climate justice, as of between 2015 and 2025. We include texts where there is explicit support for
social justice, systemic inequality (e.g., race, gender, class) and sources that can be said to meet activist credibility,
(e.g., movement leaders, organizations, widely recognized campaigns). Exclusion criteria remove without
exception texts which do not show an explicit activist orientation, nor are from unreliable sources, such as un-
verified social media accounts.

Sources include:

1. Speeches by movement leaders in transcribed form (e.g., Greta Thunberg’s speech at the UN Climate Action
Summit, 2019);

2. Manifestos or statements by activist organizations (e.g., Black Lives Matter Global Network), and

3. Social media posts, particularly by participants for X whose posts were so viewed, commented on, and/or
shared (retweeted, liked) that they would stand out for their relevance and impact (Jackson, 2020: 115).

A purposive sample approach was used to include texts from different ideological views, rhetoric and media
sources, which contributed to a wide range of text (Patton, 2015: 264). I shall work about fifty texts out with some
degree of thoroughness without, however, making the number unmanageable, and with a preference for English-
speaking texts in order to secure a certain uniformity of language. This sampling method enhanced the studies
capacity to include the stylistic variety of current social justice discourses.

9.3. Analytical Framework (Model of Analysis)

This is examined through Jeffries’ (2010) critical stylistic approach that includes ten textual-conceptual functions
to consider how language makes meaning (naming and describing, representing actions/events/states, equating
and contrasting, exemplifying and enumerating, prioritizing, implying and assuming, negating, hypothesizing,
presenting others’ speech, and representing time/space) (Jeffries, 2010: 31-104). These tools facilitate systematic
investigations of stylistic features, of how the construction of names builds activist identity or of how transitivity
expresses agency in protest narratives.The coding will occur in two stages. An initial open coding will have to
first spot the recurring literary elements of the corpus, following Jeffries’ (2010) scheme (Saldana, 2016: 115).
For instance, modality markers (e.g., “must,” “should”) will also be coded to test their impact on
urgency/obligation. Second, a focused coding phase will organize the codes into thematic categories (e.g.,
ideological positioning, emotional appeal) related to the research questions. A qualitative data analysis software
NVivo 14 interface is to be applied in managing the corpus, encoding texts and visualizing patterns to facilitate
an organized and systematic organization and retrieval of data (Bazeley & Jackson 2013: 72). The software will
allow us to identify trends of style across texts with greater precision and nuance, in line with the rigor of the
mode of analysis.

9.4. Validity and ReliabilityFor trustworthiness, triangulation will be used to confirm consistency and
resistance of interpretations by matching multiple sources of truth under different formats (i.e., speech vs social
media) and analytical lenses (critical stylistics vs CDA principles) (Denzin, 2017: 304). This method minimizes
bias by triangulating results from multiple viewpoints. Inter-coder reliability will be established by engaging a
second coder, proficient in critical stylistics, who will code part of the corpus (20% of the texts) independently.
Cohen’s kappa will be used to determine the coding agreement (40) and an arbitrary target of (0.80) as the
acceptable value to ensure reliability (McHugh, 2012). Divergent results will be discussed to further refine coding
criteria to increase the level of consistency. Finally, a reflexive journal and logbook will account for analytic
decisions, being as transparent as possible, and minimizing investigator bias (Lincoln & Guba, 1985: 319).

10. Data AnalysisThe results of the critical stylistic analysis of a body of social justice discourses using
Jeffries’ (2010) critical stylistic framework, presented in the methodology, are reported in this section. The essay
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traces dominant stylistic features, discursive ideological functions, and the sociopolitical impact toward
answering the questions. The real data from the given sources (public speeches, manifestos, social media posts)
are discussed, including illustrations from some of the most well-known social justice movements. The
methodological approach uses NVivo 14 for coding and is guided by criteria for validity, reliability, and ethical
considerations.
10.1. Corpus Description

The corpus is made up of (50 texts) purposively selected from three sources, as per methodology:
1. Public speeches, such as that of Greta Thunberg at the 2019 UN Climate Action Summit;
2. Manifestos, such as that of the Black Lives Matter (BLM) Global Network (2020); and
3. High-octane social media posts by X, specifically from the #BlackLivesMatter and #MeToo movements from
2015 to 2025 (Patton, 2015: 264).Texts were included if they were works that addressed issues of social justice;
race, gender, and climate as resolving systemic inequities; and/or were identified as activist in origin. This article
looks at three sample texts to demonstrate the critical stylistic framework in action:
e Speech: Greta Thunberg’s speech at the UN Climate Action Summit (Thunberg, 2019).
e Manifesto: Black Lives Matter mission statement (Black Lives Matter, 2020).
e X Post: A post #MeToo dated 2017 (X Post), following Tarana Burke’s original call to action (Burke, 2017,
via X).These texts are coming from a variety of platforms and rhetorical styles and thus can be studied by using
a noir toolkit to their full textual extent.
10.2. Analytical ProcessAfter two stages of analysis using Jeffries’ (2010) critical stylistic framework, which
comprises ten textual-conceptual functions (e.g., naming, transitivity, modality, opposition (Jeffries, 2010: 31—
104)), including modality, as referred to often in CDA (Martinez & Wodak, 2020) deployed here as a method of
interpretation following Kloppenberg (2000). During the open coding stage, texts were divided into clausal units
and stylistic choices were coded according to Jeffries’ functions (Saldafa, 2016: 115). This included coding verbs
as transitive or noun phrases as naming. In the focused coding process, codes were organized into thematic
categories (for example, collective identity, critique of power) in relation to the research questions. Data
generated by the researcher was managed in NVivo 14, which was used for frequency reports and for developing
visualization/code co-occurrence matrix to reveal patterns in style (Bazeley & Jackson, 2013: 72). Cross-source
triangulation and inter-coder reliability (kappa 0.85, Cohen) contributed to the reliability (Denzin, 2017: 304;
McHugh, 2012: 279).
10.3. Applying Critical Stylistic AnalysisIn the next sections, the researcher will closely analyze the three
chosen texts, paying attention to major stylistic traits and their ideological/sociopolitical functions.
Greta Thunberg’s UN Climate Action Summit Speech (2019) Value Error Guardians of the Amazon: A War
for Survival (2019) Documentaries 47 minutes Amid the murky waters of the Amazon, children find themselves
at the forefront of a modern gold rush that’s threatening an Indigenous tribe.Extract: “You are still not mature
enough to tell it like it is. You are failing us, you are failing us, but the young people are starting to understand
your betrayal. The eyes of all future generations are upon you, and if you choose to fail us I say we will never
forgive you” (Thunberg, 2019, p. 2).Naming and Describing: The pronoun “you’ here names — literally, of course
— world leaders, whom it positions as those responsible for climate inaction (Jeffries 2010: 33). Two of those
eight adjectives shape in words of insult their invitations. The collective noun “people” on the other hand
specifically names victims inclusively, thereby increasing the human cost of inaction.Transitivity: The agent in
“you have stolen” highlights individual agency of leaders as perpetrators “people are suffering” uses a stative
verb to convey harm that exists over time, in order to blur the idea of specific agents and highlighting the issue
as a systemic one (Jeffries, 2010: 54)Modality: High epistemic modality in “you must act” expresses obligation
and establishes a moral obligation to change (Jefftries, 2010: 83).Ideological Construction: These elements weave
a story of intergenerational inequity with youth as victims and leaders as morally bankrupt. The confrontation
style is congruent with the urgency of climate justice, putting it as the theft of opportunity from the future
(Fairclough, 2003: 98) Sociopolitical Relevance: The naming and modal evidence in the speech pressed for
targeted decision-making, and informed the global debate on climate policy. The x-factor in its viral explosion,
x, helped amplify its appeal and popularity, informing public sentiment and nati children’s mobilisation (Jackson,
2020: 112). But the accusatory manner could overstep, and inject a polarising streak in even such remarks.
Black Lives Matter Global Network Mission Statement 2020

Extract: “We are committed to the fact that all Black lives matter... We organize and advocate for an end to
all forms of state violence” (Black Lives Matter, 2020: 1).Naming/Describing: By using the collectively inclusive

.




Y+ Y0 dluud if (1+) Sl (YY) ond il | ool done

pronoun “we”, BLM names themselves as a group in which people can join, building solidarity through
membership, and is evocative of the collective action required to create racial change (Kivel, 1996; Jeffries, 2010:
34; Morland, 2007; Vachhani, 2014). “all Black lives” affirms the value of “every single life” in defiance of
systemic devaluation. “State violence” is identified by name, and there is criticism of systemic power.
Transitivity: Active voice in the clause “we work to dismantle” assigns agency to BLM, depicting it as an active
force, while passive “Black lives are devalued” conceals the agent, instead focusing on the cause of systemic
harm (Jeffries, 2010: 54)Equating and Distancing: The statement equates ‘“Black liberation” with “global
justice,” expanding its ideological vision, and distances “state violence” from “community empowerment,”
positioning activism as oppositional (Jeffries, 2010: 66) Ideological framing: These features craft a narrative of
intersectionality with a focus on systemic racism and collective resistance. The inclusive naming and active
transitivity is indicative of BLM’s mission to help offer voice to oppressed groups (Crenshaw, 1991: 1244).

Sociopolitical Significance: The manifestoes explicit identification and systemic critique impacted policy-
level deliberation of police reform and racial equity. It was relatively easy to adopt its style, but its radical
narrative caused controversy and showed how antagonism-based discourses are being dividing catalysts (Wodak
& Meyer, 2016: 23).

#MeToo X Post (2017)

Extract: “If you’ve been sexually harassed or assaulted write ‘me too’ as a reply to this...This is the beginning of
the end of sexual harassment” (Burke, 2017, via X). Naming and Describing: The second person “you” names in
survivors, includes herein, and enrolls “you” into the conversation. “Silence is not an option” is described but not
named: silence is negatively framed not even as silence (Jeffries, 2010: 33). The abuser is never named which
suggests their lack of legitimacyTransitivity: The imperative “write” gives agency to survivors, a means of acting,
while the stative “silence is” presents inaction as a state-we would rather it be in no state at all (Jeffries, 2010:
54)The Performance of Others’ Speech: The injunction to “write ‘me too’ ...” includes the voices of those who
have met with intimidation and resistance in recounting traumatic witness, a speaking together or across, and its
“side-off” is an organization we have as others when I/You and I/Us were a desperate sort of visualizing or given
answers — outlines of answers — to “answers,” Jeffries (2010: 101) writes.Ideological Construction: In the
following, the researcher focuses on how the post constructs a feminist story of empowerment, in a context where
sexual violence as a shared problem demands auditory resistance. Its’ short and engaged approach is congruent
with the requirement of digital activism (Bonilla & Rosa, 2015: 5).

Sociopolitical Relevance: X’s viral hashtag promoted international discourse on sexual violence, leading to
changes in workplace regulations and legal statutes. This “low threshold to use” allowed for but also risked over-
simplifying the systemic issues to which the approach aimed to raise awareness (Tufekci, 2017: 89).

10.4. Synthesis of Findings
Stylistic attributes of the corpus include:

Naming: Inclusive pronouns (“we,” “you’) and collective nouns (“people,” “Black lives™) building solidarity
and victimhood, while pejorative descriptors render a critique of power holders Collaboration causally portioned
Keyboard Warrior share of action. The argument must be able to provide a causal partition between Keyboard
Warrior’s share of the action on the one hand, and on the other hand it must be able to accommodate that the level
of Keyboard Warrior only varies relative to the level of Caller.Modality and Contrasts: High modality signals
urgency, and binary contrasts (e.g., justice vs. injustice) present activism as moral conflict.Direct view: Using
external voices (science, community) increases legitimacy and engagement.These represent ideological
narratives of resistance, accountability, and inclusivity. Thunberg’s address builds intergenerational justice,
BLM focuses on systemic critique, and #MeToo cultivates collective empowerment. Politically, these decisions
appealed to audiences, framed policy debates, and lent visibility to the voices of the silenced, but oppositional
naming and binary contrasts ran the risk of polarizing, as described in the literature (Fairclough 2003: 209).
10.5. Validation and LimitationsSuch stylistic consistency could be triangulated throughout speeches,
manifestos, and X posts, for example, in the use of inclusive naming for solidarity (Denzin, 2017: 304). Inter-
coder reliability (kappa = 0.85) ensured uniform coding, with any disagreement being settled in discussion
(McHugh, 2012: 279). This information was recorded in the form of a reflexive journal to avoid biasing the
analysis in relation to the responses (Lincoln & Guba, 1985: 319). There are, however, some limitations to the
analysis, such as the use of English-language works, which might have left out non-English discourses (and any
non-English speaking protestors) or the lack of multimodal elements (e.g., protest imagery) which might have
enriched the analysis.
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11. Discussions of the FindingsThis section presents the synthesis of the results of the critical stylistic analysis

of the discourses of social justice, back to the literature and the research questions and methodology. Drawing
on Jeffries’ (2010) critical stylistic model, the study identified prevailing stylistic features, ideological functions,
and socio-political implications in fifty public speeches, manifestos, X posts (2015-2025). The conversation
responds to the research questions, includes quantitative evidence (e.g., frequencies, percentages), locates the
results in the literature (including contributions), and interprets the findings.

11.1. Salient Stylistic CharacteristicsThe first research question asked: What are the dominant stylistic features
characterizing social justice discourses? The analysis revealed four key features: naming and describing,
transitivity, modality, and equating/contrasting, with their frequencies summarized in Table 1.

Table 1: Frequency of Stylistic Features Across Corpus (N = 50 Texts)

Stylistic Frequenc Percentage of
Fe)zllture (Ins(tlances); Total C(;gdes Example Context
Naming and 312 389 “You” (Thunberg, 2019); “Black
Describing lives” (BLM, 2020)
“Write ‘me too’” (Burke, 2017);
Transitivity 245 30% “People are suffering” (Thunberg,
2019)
“You must act” (Thunberg, 2019);
Modality 162 20% “Silence is not an option” (Burke,
2017)
. “Hope vs. empty words” (Thunberg,
Eggs:;giiind 98 12% 2019); “State violence vs.
& empowerment” (BLM, 2020)
Total Codes 817 100%

The most frequently used category was the use of naming and describing (38%), where inclusive pronouns (we
and you) and count nouns (Black communities and people) were used to build solidarity and construct
victimhood in line with Jeffries’ (2010: 33) observation that naming creates social actor roles. For example,
Thunberg’s (2019) invocation of “you” figures leaders as the culprits, while BLM’s (2020) manifesto forges a
collective “we”, a technique suggesting that ideological goals are context dependent. Considering transitivity
(30%), there were differences by context regarding transitivity: active voice (e.g., “write ‘me too’” by Burke,
2017) promoting agency in (65%) of instances and passive constructions (e.g., “Black lives are devalued” as in
BLM, 2020) stressing system harm in (35%) (Debate, 2010: 54). Modality (20%) expressed urgency in terms
of high epistemic modality (e.g., “must,” “should”) as found in Thunberg (2019) protests, consistent with Hart
(2014: 72) protesting’s moral demands. Equivalence and Difference (12%) made moral binaries— “silence vs.
truth” in #MeToo (Burke, 2017)—that cemented ideological enemies (Jeffries, 2010: 66). These results go
beyond earlier studies which tended to analyze rhetorical strategies such as metaphor (Lakoff, 2004: 47) and
not to use systematic stylistic analysis (Wodak and Meyer, 2016: 23). The high prevalence of naming and
transitivity in the data affirms its importance in the architecture of collective identities and the allocation of
responsibility, essential to the mobilization of the activism.

11.2. Contribution to Ideological Narratives

The second question guiding this research is: In what way is this ideological narrative produced within activism
through these stylistic features? The results show that style is used to script narratives of resistance,
accountability and inclusivity in line with CDA’s focus on language as ideology (Fairclough, 2003: 9).

-Resistances: Alternates and transfers build resistances’ stories. For instance, BLM’s (2020) paired opposition
of “state violence” with “community empowerment” (12% contrast codes) frames activism as confronting a
systemic problem, and, like Crenshaw’s (1991: 1244) intersectional analysis, points out challenges into social
and legal systems. Active transitivity in #MeToo’s “write ‘me too’” (Burke, 2017) provides survivors with the
power and accounts for (40%) of agency-oriented codes.

-Accountability: Nominative and modal ascription of responsibility. Thunberg’s (2019) incriminating “you” and
modal “must” (20% of modality markers) commit leaders to responsibility for the current crisis (see van Dijk
1993: 249 on discourse as power struggle).Inclusivity: Inclusive naming, including “all Black lives function"
(BLM, 2020), make different groups one, (55%) of naming codes diffuse most of the alliance, echoing
Polletta’s (2006: 53) discovery of narrative’s function in solidarity. These stories correspond with the
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literature’s (Fairclough, 2001: 21) focus on activism language as a means of challenging power. That said, the
heavy reliance on binary oppositions (justice/injustice), evident in this definition, could lead to the over-
simplification of the complexity of the situation, and lead to simplification of a response like the example of
Jeffries and Walker (2017: 19), and thus limit conversation with the other.

11.3. Sociopolitical Implications

The third research question was: How can these linguistic choices be understood in relation to stakeholders and
larger societal apparatuses? The implications highlight the effect on public discussion, policy, and social
change with relevance to activists, policymakers, and communities.

e Public Discourse: The stylistic simplicity and emotional content of messages including the X post by #MeToo
(Burke, 2017) enabled spread of the message, with 70% of codes in social media connected to participatory
calls (e.g. hashtags). This fits with Bonilla and Rosa’s (2015: 5) observations of digital activism’s multiplying
effects, as cultural norms around sexual violence are re-shaped.

e Policy Impact: Thunberg’s (2019) confrontational naming and modality (25% of accountability codes)
shamed policy makers, helping to shift the discussions on climate policy, such as providing evidence of growing
youth-led advocacy (Jackson, 2020: 112). BLM’s (2020) systemic critique (30% of transitivity codes) has also
penetrated police reform debates, though the backlash underscores the dangers of polarization (Tufekei, 2017:
89).

e Social Change: Inclusive naming and agency-focused transitivity empowered disadvantaged groups, and
60% of naming codes amplified victim voices (e.g., “Black communities,” “survivors”). This is consistent with
Wodak’s (2001: 10) conception of discourse as a site for empowerment, solidarity and collective action.

Table 2: Sociopolitical Implications by Stakeholder (Based on Coding Themes)

Stakeholder Implication Supporting Stylistic | Percentage of Relevant
Feature Codes
Activists Mobilized collective Inclusive naming, 55% (naming), 40%
action active transitivity (transitivity)
Policymakers | Pressured for reform | Accusatory naming, 25% (naming), 20%
high modality (modality)
Communities Amplified Collective naming, 60% (naming), 15%
marginalized voices reported speech (reported speech)
Broader Polarized discourse Binary contrasts 12% (contrasting)
Society

The findings highlight the dual-edged nature of stylistic choices: while they amplify activism, binary
oppositions and confrontational naming (12% and 25%) of codes, respectively, risk alienating moderate
stakeholders, as noted by Fairclough (2003: 209). This underscores the need for strategic rhetorical balance in
activism.

Conclusion

Stylistically, naming and describing, transitivity, modality, and contrast appear to be the dominating features
of social justice discourses when scrutinized critically, charting stories of resistance, responsibility, and
belonging. With such features, they become very effective in empowering the marginalised, shaping policy but
creates a low level of radicalization through binary conflicts. In addition to filling this gap and broadening
critical stylistics towards activism, this paper contributes to linguistic studies and provides practical implications
for actors to acknowledge language as an influential factor in societal changes. The study concludes that key
stylistic practices — naming, transitivity, modality and evaluating — shape narratives of resistance,
accountability and inclusion. The analysis also demonstrates that solidarity is encoded to (38%) codes as unified
naming, agency is emphasized to (30%) of codes in active transitivity, and (12%) of codes are formed in binary
codes, which indicates that the processes of using inclusive naming and binary contrasts are normative
principles of critical discourse analysis
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