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About this document 

The Right-Wing Terrorism and Violence (RTV) dataset, which is updated annually at the Center for 

Research on Extremism (C-REX), aims to be the leading dataset for quantifying right-wing terrorism 

and violence in Western Europe. The dataset was first released in 2015 and has since undergone 

several revisions and methodological improvements. The purpose of this document is to describe the 

methodology currently used to collect data for the RTV dataset, and provide an overview of revisions 

and methodological improvements implemented since the dataset was initially released. The RTV 

Methodology should be read alongside the RTV Codebook and the RTV Error Profile.  

The document is structured in three sections. Part one describes the current RTV data collection 

methodology. Part two present substantial changes implemented over time to improve the precision, 

coverage, and consistency of the RTV dataset, and the outcomes of these processes. Part three 

provides information about what sort of cases that are excluded and designated to an unofficial RTV 

Excluded Dataset. 

This is a living document that is continuously amended and updated in line with changes in the RTV 

dataset. Make sure that you have the latest version of it via the RTV homepage.  

1. Methodology 

1990-2014 events: One-step procedure 

Cases between 1990-2014 were identified and registered by the person who originally developed the 

RTV dataset. The aim was to cover all fatal right-wing attacks plus as many severe non-fatal attacks 

and terrorist plots as possible, using available open sources. Information from a wide range of 

different sources was used, including online newspaper articles, activist interviews and 

autobiographies, official and unofficial RTV chronologies and datasets, personal communication with 

RTV experts, anti-fascist blogs and bulletins, court documents, online videos, and some secondary 

literature. This method was used as it rests on the assumption that fatal attacks committed by 

perpetrators subscribing to right-wing beliefs, will be reported.  

2015-2021 events: Three-step procedure 

For cases between 2015 and 2021, the updates follow a three-step procedure. In step one, Boolean 

search strings tailored to each country’s language and media reporting culture are used to capture 

relevant news articles. Boolean search strings use operators (such as AND and OR) to combine multiple 

search words. They contain around 200 words for each country and specify that a far-right motive 

must be present in combination with severe violence, attack plots, or arms discoveries. The Boolean 

search strings have been tested and they find around 85-90% of the events captured by the previous 

methods, in addition to a vast number of new events. The search strings are used in Factiva, Retriever, 

and Nexis Uni, three news databases covering nearly all countries included in the RTV dataset. The 

reason for using three databases can be seen in Figure 1. While most countries have good coverage in 

Factiva, the Scandinavian countries depend on Retriever. For Netherlands, additional and some major 

newspapers are covered by Nexis Uni. If you know of relevant media databases for our countries, 

please get in touch with the RTV Steering Group.  

As part of step one, the RTV team manually reviews the relevant search results and gathers more 

information on relevant events before coding them into the dataset. Depending on the size of the 

country, the search results range from around 500 (Switzerland) to 5,000 (Germany). Each of these 

events are reviewed by research assistants to ensure that the event meets the criteria of a right-wing 

motive and is above the RTV severity threshold (see the RTV codebook for more details).  

https://www.sv.uio.no/c-rex/english/groups/rtv-dataset/rtv-steering-group.html
https://www.sv.uio.no/c-rex/english/groups/rtv-dataset/rtv-steering-group.html
https://www.sv.uio.no/c-rex/english/groups/rtv-dataset/
https://www.sv.uio.no/c-rex/english/groups/rtv-dataset/rtv-steering-group.html
https://www.sv.uio.no/c-rex/english/groups/rtv-dataset/
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Figure 1: Source availability in news archives, 2015-2020 

 

In step two, the RTV team manually browses an extensive list of non-newspaper sources known to 

report on relevant events for each country. This step is similar to the previous one-step procedure. 

This is particularly important in countries where we either have low coverage in the news media 

databases (i.e., Iceland and Finland), where news media underreports relevant events (i.e., Greece), 

or where media language culture leads to less successful search results (i.e., Italy). Relevant events 

not discovered in step one are then coded into the dataset.  

In step three, the RTV team collectively reviews all candidate events to be included in the update to 

make sure that they satisfy the inclusion criteria. To resolve difficult cases, we consult our extensive 

network of national experts. In this process of discussing and consulting on cases, excluded cases are 

saved in the RTV Excluded Cases dataset, which tends to include more cases than those included in 

the final and published version of the RTV dataset (see below for more information). The entire 

process is supervised by the person who initially developed the dataset in consultation with members 

of the RTV Steering Group.  

Analysis of 1990-2021 versus 2015-2021 

As a result of different methodology, users are advised to only use fatal events if analysing 1990-2021 

and to analyse non-fatal events between 2015-2021 with caution due to different practices in media 

reporting and availability of sources. The RTV data collection methodology and recommendations for 

how to analyse RTV data is summarized in Table 1 and in the RTV Error Profile.   

 

 

 

 

https://www.sv.uio.no/c-rex/english/groups/rtv-dataset/expert-network.html
https://www.sv.uio.no/c-rex/english/groups/rtv-dataset/rtv-steering-group.html
https://www.sv.uio.no/c-rex/english/groups/rtv-dataset/
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Table 1: RTV Data collection methodology 1990-2021 

 

* To be used with caution due to different practices in media reporting in the respective countries.  

2. RTV Major revisions and amendments  

This section first outlines the number and types of revisions made to the original dataset before 

outlining our backlogging of 2015-2021, where the three-step procedure was applied to previous 

years. The section shows the reasoning and rationale for these revisions and amendments, and how 

these changes have impacted the RTV dataset.  

2020-2022: Major amendments to the original RTV dataset 

The initiative to amend the existing dataset originally came with the inclusion of a new perpetrator 

type in 2020, coordinated entities, and the subsequent need to review the perpetrator types of all 

existing events back to 1990 according to this new value. During this process, we also discovered a 

need to systematically review all cases and coding to ensure data consistency and intercoder 

reliability, given the fact that the RTV inclusion criteria and coding practices have changed over the 

years. As a result, between 2020 to 2021, all existing events and variables in the time period 1990-

2020 were reviewed and revised by a member of the RTV Steering Group, both with regard to quality 

and quantity, and extensive work was done relating to tracing outdated sources, updating event 

descriptions, and assessing the inclusion criteria and coding practices conditioned by current 

standards.  

During this process, 89 cases were removed from the original RTV dataset (77 in the version released 

in 2022), and there was a total of 3191 changes for the remaining 979 cases collected for the 1990-

2020 period. Most of these changes were made to events between 1990 and 2018, prior to changes 

in methods. The most altered variables were those belonging to the categories of perpetrator 

information (n=1061), description of the events (n=779) and sources (n=531).  

Removal of cases 

The removal of 89 cases was considered necessary to ensure consistent coding practices over time. 

The majority of these (n=31) were removed because they were directed against empty buildings or 

material objects. Examples include a Molotov cocktail attack in against an anti-fascist shed in Italy, 

2003; a bomb placed underneath the car of a left-wing politician in Germany, 2015; and shots fired 

against a mosque in France, two days after the Charlie Hebdo attacks in Paris 2015.  

The RTV dataset initially set out to measure both terrorism and violence. Therefore, it previously 

included attacks against material objects that could be interpreted as acts of terrorism. However, 

these cases have been found too difficult to cover systematically and distinguishing between terrorism 

and hate crime is particularly challenging. Thus, for an event to be included in the RTV dataset, there 

needs to be a physical threat against the life and security of individuals (see the RTV codebook for 

more information).  

 Data collection methodology Units for longitudinal, cross-
sectional, and correlational 
analysis 

RTV Events Supervisor/RTV 
Steering Group 
member 

Research 
assistants 

National 
experts 

Boolean 
searches  

Fatal events Non-fatal 
events 

1990-2014 Yes No No No Yes No 

2015-2021 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes* 

https://www.sv.uio.no/c-rex/english/groups/rtv-dataset/


4 
 

The second most frequent reason for removal was motive (n=22), including mixed motives such as the 

fatal attack by the Nordic Resistance Movement against a transgender woman in Sweden 2016, where 

the perpetrators owed the victim a substantial amount of money. Another case where the motive 

appeared too mixed was a plot against a university in 2012 in Spain, where the perpetrator had 

expressed both a hatred of society, particularly the university community, as well as a fascination for 

Nazi, xenophobic and ultra-ideas. Referring to the RTV inclusion criteria, the target selection must be 

premised on far-right beliefs. In cases such as the ones above, it is difficult to ascertain why the targets 

were chosen, and uncertainty merits exclusion. For several of the cases, we reviewed court documents 

or contacted our national experts to investigate the motive further and assessed the case in light of 

the local and national context.  

The third most frequent reason for exclusion was severity (n=22). 10 of these cases were from either 

2019 or 2020. With the introduction of new methods these years, there seems to have been a small 

tendency to lower the severity threshold during coding. This became apparent when reviewing all 

cases between 1990 to 2020, in which the earlier cases were often of a more severe nature. Only one 

case was removed before 2000, in which an arms repository was uncovered in Sweden in 1999. In this 

instance, the severity of the weapons (Molotov cocktails, axes, brass knuckles, and other melee 

weapons) no longer fulfils today’s inclusion criteria. The severity threshold is vital in terms of aiming 

towards a consistent measure of violence over time, as it rests on the assumption that news media in 

different countries cover such cases in a similar manner.  

Only 5 cases were found to be duplicates of existing cases and thus removed. With fuller descriptions, 

avoiding the inclusion of duplicate events will be easier to control for, as media reporting may differ 

on certain details such as date, location, number of perpetrators and so forth.  

Changes to coding 

There has been a total of 3191 changes in coding during the last two years, shown in Figure 2. The 

majority of the changes (n=1061) relate to information about perpetrators (type and affiliations). 

Furthermore, substantial efforts have been put in to provide richer qualitative descriptions of all 

incidents, culminating in 779 changes to descriptions. Efforts were also made to find more information 

on each case and ensure that all source links were functionable, leading to 531 alterations in sources 

and adding of new sources. Most of the changes that relate to weapons (n=377) were made to the 

description of weapons. In addition, 90 changes were made to secondary weapons, and 64 changes 

to primary weapons. There was a total of 122 changes to target groups, most of which applied to the 

‘primary target group’, but for a number of different reasons – such as finding new information.  

  



5 
 

Figure 2: Changes made to the original RTV dataset, version released in 2022 
n=3191  

 

Perpetrator information 

While there were many changes made to perpetrator information (n=1061), most of these were the 

result of changing organisational affiliation from ‘unknown’ to empty cells (N=391). The use of 

‘unknown’ is now reserved for cases in which there has been a mention of a group or in some way 

strong suspicions of the perpetrator’s relationship to a specific group, but where the name of the 

group is unknown. For 172 cases, the perpetrator type was changed to coordinated entities, a value 

included since the version released in 2021. In these cases, suspicions have been raised by the police, 

NGOs, or the victims regarding the identity of the perpetrators. These cases were coded as 

coordinated entities and the organisational affiliation in these cases are written as “name of the group 

(suspected)” to allow for making these events easily included or excluded during analysis. With 

changes made to the perpetrator, there is a stronger hierarchy between known groups, suspected 

groups, and most likely unorganised perpetrators.  

Description of incidents  

While previously a limited version of the dataset was made available to the public, a fuller version 

including qualitative descriptions of each events as well as exact date and location have been publicly 

available since 2022. The only variable reserved for the full version (available to researchers upon 

request) are the sources used to document the cases. As such, significant efforts have been devoted 

to providing fuller descriptions of all cases. 779 descriptions, most of them for the period of 1990-

2018 were changed. The aim of the description is now to 1) show how it fulfils the RTV inclusion criteria 

of motive and severity 2) provide background and context for the incident 3) highlight particularly 

interesting aspects with the case and 4) show how cases may relate to references to each other. By 

including longer descriptions, relevant cases to particular research projects may be easier to identify. 

For example, if there are any indications of the perpetrator(s) being inspired by other perpetrators, 

the description (should) mention this in the description, with references to the terrorist attack, such 

as ‘Christchurch’. The variable was initially created for internal use by the person who originally 

developed the RTV dataset. However, it has proven useful for understanding the severity, variety and 

interconnectedness of RTV events.  
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Sources 

All sources have now been stored as perma links, to ensure that information is not lost over time. 

Using online national archives and resources such as Wayback Machine (which gives captures of 

websites back in time), more information was discovered on some of the older cases, particularly prior 

to 2000. In addition, more sources were added to triangulate information and provide more detail 

about the cases. This led to a total of 531 changes in sources.  

Implications 

Most of the changes made to the RTV dataset during the last two years did not significantly impact 

trends and patterns that may be derived from the RV dataset. Only 8 of the cases removed were fatal 

(all with one fatality), all due to uncertainty regarding motive. The RTV remains consistent in terms of 

its longitudinal patterns, modus operandi, perpetrator characteristics, and target selection. However, 

the revision of the original dataset has been important to ensure that the RTV is consistent over time 

in terms of inclusion and coding. In addition, the longer qualitative descriptions may provide new 

insights for researchers and practitioners.  

All changes made to the dataset, as well as cases removed and the reason for removal, are logged in 

a separate dataset.  

2021-2022: Backlogging process 

In addition to major revisions of the original dataset, substantial efforts were invested between 2021 

and 2022 to apply the three-step procedure outlined above to the period between 2015 and 2021. 

This section outlines the rationale for this decision and how this process has impacted our numbers 

of fatal and non-fatal events. 

Justification 

The shift from the original method to the three-step procedure outline above came as a gradual 

process. After the RTV dataset was first released in 2015, a team of research assistants worked on the 

yearly updates. In 2018, an international RTV network was established and in 2019, a member of the 

RTV Steering Group began developing Boolean searches to be used for finding relevant non-fatal 

events in media archives. The version released in 2021 of the RTV dataset therefore contained four 

different methods of data collection. Particularly the introduction of the Boolean search strings in 

2019 led to a jump in the number of cases registered, as can be seen from Figure 3.  
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Figure 3: Number of events in the RTV dataset released in 2021 
n =1054  

 

 

An exhaustive process was therefore set in motion in 2021 to apply the three-step procedure for the 

years 2015-2021.  This resulted in more extensive data on severe but non-fatal events and the number 

of events eligible for trend analysis and correlational research for the 2015-2021 period rose from 26 

(fatal events only) to 1237 (fatal and non-fatal events). This is illustrated in Figure 4. 

Figure 4: Number of events in the RTV dataset released in 2022, 1990-2021 
n =1882  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2021 release  2022 release (backlogged) 
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Prior to the backlogging, members of the RTV Steering Group scrutinized the availability of sources 

and underwent both a qualitative and quantitative review of the sources available from 1990-2020. 

In terms of quality, we should preferably have access to major national newspapers, a left-wing paper, 

and regional papers for all major countries in the news databases. In terms of quantity, the number 

of newspapers accessible should be adequate in relation to population size. For the period 2010-2020, 

both the quality and quantity of available sources were accepted sufficient to continue the dedicated 

effort extending the Boolean searches back in time. However, Figure 5 shows that the availability of 

sources drops considerably for most countries prior to 2010, indicating that systematically covering 

the periods of 1990-1999 and 2000-2009 with Boolean searches may not be feasible.   

Figure 5: Source availability by country, 1990-2020 

 

Implications on fatal events 

A total of 741 events were added to the dataset during the backlog, about 80% of which occurred in 

the 2015-2018 period, drastically improving the coverage of non-fatal events. Out of the 741 added 

events, 21 had a fatal outcome – only five of which occurred in the 2015-2019 period. An overview 

over the number of added cases per country and year can be found in Appendix A, Figure A-1 and 

Figure A-2. 

The fact that only five additional events upholding the inclusion criteria and with fatal outcomes were 

identified during the backlogging process during the 2015-2019 period confirms our initial assumption 

that the RTV dataset’s coverage of fatal events is close to representing the entire universe of fatal RTV 

events. What is more, and illustrated in Figure 6, is that the addition of the newly discovered fatal 

events did not significantly impact trends or previous analyses of the RTV universe across time or 

place. 
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Figure 6: Fatal events in the RTV datasets released in 2021 (n=213) and 2022 (n=226) 

 

Implications on non-fatal events 

In addition to the fatal events, 723 non-fatal events were added to the dataset, 591 of which occurred 

between 2015 and 2018. In sum, the non-fatal added events make up 697 completed attacks, 16 

attack plots, and 10 weapon discoveries. The number of new events added varied considerably 

between countries, ranging from 291 new cases in Germany (40% of all new cases) to only one new 

case in Luxembourg.  

In addition to the total 741 events added, hundreds of potentially relevant cases were discussed 

internally in the RTV Steering Group but excluded in accordance with the inclusion criteria and 

subsequently added to the RTV Excluded Cases dataset (see below). 

3. Excluded cases 

As the data collection process requires making subjective decisions on which events to include and 

exclude, we have created an Excluded Cases dataset. The dataset contains events that have been 

collectively reviewed by the RTV team, but which eventually failed to satisfy one or more inclusion 

criteria due to either lack of information, or uncertainty regarding motive or severity. Keeping these 

events stored in a separate dataset enables us to return and revise events at a later point in time when 

for instance a police investigation is complete or when new information is available, clarifying previous 

uncertainties. The systematic recording of excluded cases began in 2020 is not an exhaustive list of all 

potentially relevant events.  

There are currently 735 excluded events in this dataset, categorized by reason for exclusion. Events 

are excluded based on motive if the motive is unclear, contested, or if there are multiple motives 

competing, such as relational bonds linking the perpetrator and victim. Attack plots and weapon 

discoveries are excluded if they cannot plausibly be linked to any far-right sympathies, beliefs, or 

organizations, or if the plot is not directed towards target group common to the far-right. Similarly, 

weapon discoveries are excluded if the perpetrator is assumed to be a weapon collector rather than 

preparing for armed struggles with far-right motives. If we lack concrete and explicit evidence of the 

perpetrator’s motive, the event can still be included if the far-right rationale was the most plausible 

of all potential motives.  

Excluded cases based on severity include events where 1) the severity is too low, or 2) we lack 

information about the severity. Due to the large number of violent events motivated by right-wing 

beliefs, the RTV dataset only includes the most severe physical attacks, attack plots and armed struggle 

preparations. Therefore, intimidating or degrading acts such as verbal abuse, threats (online or 

otherwise), spitting, pushing, non-injuring beatings, vandalism, and material damage to empty 

2021 release  2022 release  
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buildings are excluded. While such acts cause harm to the victims, these events are too difficult to 

systematically collect across time and place. Attack plots that are vague or have low plausibility or 

credibility, and smaller discoveries of easily accessible legal weapons, are also excluded.  

Another common determinator of excluded events is lack of information on other, contextual aspects 

to the case. This includes uncertainty regarding the sequence of events leading up to the violence, 

previous relations between the perpetrator(s) and victim(s), bullying, or other suspected personal 

motives. Insufficient information about the perpetrator can also sometimes lead to case exclusion, for 

instance when we have information that a homophobic or anti-Semitic assault took place – without 

knowing whether the attack was motivated by right-wing extremism, radical Islamism, religious 

conservatism, or something else. Lastly, protest-related violence, defensive violence, and street-level 

brawls between right- and left-wing activists are normally excluded. The exceptions are clearly 

targeted and offensive attacks, in which far-right activist(s) initiated the violence.  
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Appendix A: Events added to the RTV dataset during backlogging 

 

Figure A-1: RTV events added during backlog by country 
n =741 

 

 

Figure A-2: RTV events added during backlog by year 

n =741 

 

 


