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Abstract. This study examines the functional significance of encrypted terminology 
within extremist organizational structures, with a particular focus on its role in internal 
communication, operational security, and ideological control. While existing research on 
extremist groups often prioritizes ideological frameworks and organizational hierarchies, 
this article highlights the critical yet underexplored dimension of specialized linguistic 
systems developed within such groups. These encrypted vocabularies are not merely 
symbolic but serve as structured instruments that facilitate secrecy, reinforce internal 
cohesion, and enable coordinated action while evading external surveillance.

The analysis demonstrates that the terminological system employed by extremist 
organizations operates across several functional domains, including membership 
classification, security protocols, propaganda dissemination, financial management, 
and ideological indoctrination. Each category of terms encodes complex organizational 
processes into simplified linguistic units, allowing members to communicate sensitive 
information efficiently and covertly. For instance, membership-related terms establish 
hierarchical distinctions and stages of ideological commitment, while security-related 
expressions obscure references to law enforcement activities and internal disciplinary 
measures. Similarly, financial and propaganda-related terminology ensures the discreet 
management of resources and recruitment activities.

Furthermore, the study argues that encrypted language functions as a mechanism 
of social control and identity formation. By internalizing this specialized vocabulary, 
members develop a shared cognitive framework that reinforces group loyalty, ideological 
conformity, and hierarchical obedience. This linguistic system thus operates not only as 
a communication tool but also as a means of sustaining organizational discipline and 
regulating behavior.

Methodologically, the research adopts a qualitative and semantic analysis of 
documented terminological units, interpreting their meanings within the broader 



85
E-ISSN 3069-8375www.mijournals.com

Vol. 5, (Issue 2/2026)

organizational and sociopolitical context. The findings reveal that the study of encrypted 
terminology provides valuable insights into the hidden operational logic of extremist 
groups, including their governance structures, recruitment strategies, and mechanisms 
of control.

In conclusion, the article underscores the importance of linguistic analysis as a 
critical approach in the study of extremist organizations. Understanding their encrypted 
vocabulary contributes to a deeper comprehension of their internal dynamics and 
offers practical implications for counter-extremism efforts, particularly in identifying, 
interpreting, and disrupting covert communication systems.

Keywords:Encrypted terminology, extremist organizations, covert communication, 
organizational control, ideological indoctrination, linguistic analysis

INTRODUCTION

When studying extremist organizations and closed organizational structures, it is 
important to analyze not only their ideological views or organizational activities, but 
also their internal communication system and special terminology. This is because 
such structures develop an encrypted vocabulary that differs from ordinary language in 
order to preserve internal cohesion among members, conceal themselves from external 
surveillance, and maintain coordinated control over their activities. A system of special 
terms serves to covertly express the organization’s internal hierarchy, security measures, 
propaganda methods, financial support mechanisms, and processes of ideological 
training. In this regard, the analysis of such terminology constitutes an important source 
for revealing the internal logic of the organization’s activities, its style of governance, 
and the means by which it supervises and controls its members. The system of terms 
presented below is likewise of particular academic interest from the standpoint of 
elucidating the organization’s methods of covert communication, organizational 
discipline, and mechanisms of ideological influence.

MAIN PART

The organization uses a special encrypted vocabulary in order to ensure secrecy 
among its members and to strengthen its organizational system. Its membership-related 
terminology includes such concepts as ko‘chat (a new member), omonatdor (a person 
under observation), hizbiy or hizbiya (an official member), and doris or dorisa (a person 
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who has completed the training and taken the oath). To maintain security measures, the 
organization employs terms such as kasal (an arrested member), kasalxona (prison), 
sovchi kelishi (an inspection or inquiry by law enforcement agencies), muzlatish (cutting 
off contact with a member who has separated from the organization), and qudalarning 
qudalari (foreign partners of law enforcement bodies). Within the framework of 
propaganda and organizational activity, it uses terms such as ziyorat (recruiting new 
supporters), osh (a secret meeting), choy ichiladigan joy (the meeting location), 
firma (the local branch of the organization), and “kabutar uchyaptimi?” (asking about 
the outcome of propaganda efforts). To sustain its financial system, concepts have 
emerged such as kartoshka (“cabbage” or “onion money,” meaning funds distributed 
to organization members), tabarruot (fund contributions made by members), and 
ehson (material support for imprisoned members). The ideological foundations of the 
organization are expressed through such concepts as saqofat (ideological education), 
fikrat (Islamic theoretical solutions), and tabanniy fikr (views officially adopted by the 
organization). In addition, its mechanisms of discipline and punishment are structured 
through terms such as e’tikof (a member in prison), qasamyod (the oath of allegiance of 
a person accepted into the organization), and qasam buzish (leaving the organization). 
This encrypted vocabulary was developed to establish secure communication among 
members and to enable the organization to conduct its activities covertly. 

In analyzing the internal activities of the organization, it is important to examine not 
only its ideological program or organizational structure, but also the special encrypted 
language system used among its members. Such a terminological mechanism serves 
to protect internal communications, ensure organizational discipline, and conceal 
information from external surveillance or the attention of law enforcement agencies. 
In this sense, the special vocabulary developed by the organization provides significant 
insight into its mode of operation, the procedures for selecting and managing members, 
its attitude toward security, its sources of financial support, and the directions of its 
ideological training. This encrypted language system functions not merely as a means 
of communication, but also as an organizational instrument aimed at reinforcing internal 
control, loyalty, and hierarchical subordination. Therefore, analyzing these terms is 
of considerable importance for uncovering the hidden aspects of the organization’s 
activities and for gaining a deeper understanding of its operating mechanism.

The study of extremist organizations has traditionally emphasized ideological 
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doctrines, recruitment strategies, and organizational hierarchies. However, an equally 
critical yet underexplored dimension is the role of language as a functional instrument 
of control and coordination. Encrypted terminology—defined as a system of coded 
linguistic expressions used within closed groups—serves as a central mechanism 
through which such organizations maintain secrecy, reinforce internal cohesion, and 
regulate member behavior.

From a sociolinguistic perspective, language is not merely a medium of communication 
but a social practice that constructs reality and power relations (Fairclough, 1995). In 
clandestine environments, this function becomes even more pronounced, as linguistic 
systems are deliberately engineered to obscure meaning and restrict access. This article 
seeks to analyze how encrypted terminology operates within extremist structures and 
to demonstrate its multidimensional significance across communication, security, and 
ideological domains.

Encrypted terminology constitutes a core structural element of extremist 
organizations, integrating communication, security, ideology, and control. Far from 
being a peripheral feature, it operates as a sophisticated system that enables these groups 
to function effectively under conditions of secrecy and pressure.

The study highlights the importance of incorporating linguistic analysis into broader 
research on extremism, offering both theoretical insights and practical applications. 
Future research should further explore the dynamic evolution of such terminology, 
particularly in digital environments.

The study of extremist organizations has traditionally emphasized ideological 
doctrines, recruitment strategies, and organizational hierarchies. However, an equally 
critical yet underexplored dimension is the role of language as a functional instrument 
of control and coordination. Encrypted terminology—defined as a system of coded 
linguistic expressions used within closed groups—serves as a central mechanism 
through which such organizations maintain secrecy, reinforce internal cohesion, and 
regulate member behavior.

From a sociolinguistic perspective, language is not merely a medium of communication 
but a social practice that constructs reality and power relations (Fairclough, 1995). In 
clandestine environments, this function becomes even more pronounced, as linguistic 
systems are deliberately engineered to obscure meaning and restrict access. This article 
seeks to analyze how encrypted terminology operates within extremist structures and 
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to demonstrate its multidimensional significance across communication, security, and 
ideological domains.

Theoretical Framework
Sociolinguistics and Group Language
Specialized language systems, often referred to as argots or sociolects, emerge in 

closed communities to distinguish insiders from outsiders (Labov, 1972). Such linguistic 
differentiation serves both communicative and symbolic functions, reinforcing group 
identity and boundaries.

Language and Power
According to Foucault (1972), discourse functions as a mechanism of power 

by shaping what can be said, thought, and understood. In extremist organizations, 
encrypted terminology acts as a controlled discourse system that regulates knowledge 
and authority.

Linguistic Relativity and Cognitive Framing
The Sapir–Whorf hypothesis suggests that language influences perception and 

cognition (Whorf, 1956). By internalizing coded terminology, members adopt a 
worldview aligned with the organization’s ideology.

Social Identity Theory
Shared linguistic practices contribute to group cohesion and identity formation 

(Tajfel & Turner, 1979). Encrypted terminology strengthens in-group solidarity while 
excluding external actors.

Structural Features of Encrypted Terminology
Encrypted linguistic systems exhibit several defining characteristics:
Semantic Compression
Complex organizational processes are encoded into concise terms, increasing 

communicative efficiency and reducing exposure risk (Halliday, 1978).
Contextual Exclusivity
Meaning is accessible only within the group’s interpretive framework, creating a 

barrier to external understanding.
 Dual-Level Semantics
Terms often possess both ordinary and covert meanings, aligning with principles of 

covert communication and obfuscation (Grice, 1975).
 Organizational Structuring
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Encrypted terminology categorizes members based on roles, status, and ideological 
commitment. This linguistic classification mirrors bureaucratic systems of authority 
and facilitates internal governance (Weber, 1978).

 Operational Security
A primary function of coded language is to evade detection. By disguising sensitive 

information, extremist groups enhance their communication security (COMSEC) and 
reduce vulnerability to surveillance (Nacos, 2016).

Coordination and Efficiency
Standardized terminology allows for rapid and precise communication, minimizing 

ambiguity and improving operational effectiveness. This aligns with systems theory, 
where efficiency depends on structured communication channels (Luhmann, 1995).

Ideological Indoctrination
Language plays a central role in embedding ideology. Repeated use of specialized 

terminology normalizes extremist beliefs and reframes moral and social realities (van 
Dijk, 1998).

Identity Formation and Cohesion
The use of exclusive vocabulary strengthens collective identity and fosters 

psychological belonging. This reinforces loyalty and commitment to the group (Tajfel 
& Turner, 1979).

Behavioral Regulation and Discipline
Terminology encodes rules, expectations, and sanctions, functioning as a mechanism 

of linguistic control. This supports hierarchical obedience and organizational discipline 
(Foucault, 1977).

Financial and Logistical Coordination
Encrypted terms obscure financial transactions and resource flows, enabling covert 

economic activity and reducing traceability (Levitt, 2002).
Internalization and Cognitive Restructuring
Through repeated exposure, members internalize coded language, leading to 

a transformation in perception and reasoning. This process reinforces ideological 
commitment and reduces critical thinking (Horgan, 2005).

Linguistic Isolation
Exclusive language systems limit interaction with external perspectives, creating 

epistemic isolation and strengthening dependence on the group.
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Authority and Obedience
Language encodes authority structures, facilitating obedience and compliance. This 

dynamic is consistent with theories of social control and institutional power (Milgram, 
1974).

METHODOLOGY

This study employs a qualitative research design, integrating:
•	 Semantic analysis to interpret terminological meanings 
•	 Discourse analysis to examine ideological framing 
•	 Contextual analysis to situate terminology within organizational practices 
Such an approach enables a comprehensive understanding of how language functions 

within extremist systems.
Implications for Counter-Extremism
Understanding encrypted terminology provides several practical benefits:
Intelligence Analysis
Decoding linguistic patterns can reveal hidden networks and operational plans.
Early Detection
Changes in language use may indicate radicalization processes.
Disruption Strategies
Targeting communication systems can weaken organizational coordination.
Rehabilitation Efforts
Deconstructing ideological language aids in cognitive reintegration.

CONCLUSION

Encrypted terminology constitutes a core structural element of extremist 
organizations, integrating communication, security, ideology, and control. Far from 
being a peripheral feature, it operates as a sophisticated system that enables these groups 
to function effectively under conditions of secrecy and pressure.

The study highlights the importance of incorporating linguistic analysis into broader 
research on extremism, offering both theoretical insights and practical applications. 
Future research should further explore the dynamic evolution of such terminology, 
particularly in digital environments.
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This study has demonstrated that encrypted terminology constitutes a central and 
functionally indispensable component of extremist organizational structures. Moving 
beyond a purely communicative role, such linguistic systems operate as integrated 
mechanisms that simultaneously sustain operational secrecy, regulate internal hierarchy, 
facilitate coordination, and reinforce ideological commitment. By encoding complex 
organizational processes into concise and context-dependent expressions, extremist 
groups are able to maintain efficiency and adaptability while minimizing exposure to 
external surveillance.

From a theoretical standpoint, the findings confirm that encrypted terminology 
can be effectively understood through an interdisciplinary framework combining 
sociolinguistics, discourse analysis, and security studies. In line with sociolinguistic 
theory, the development of specialized vocabularies reflects the need of closed groups 
to establish boundaries and maintain internal cohesion. At the same time, the study 
supports the notion that language functions as an instrument of power, shaping not 
only communication but also perception, cognition, and behavior. The internalization 
of coded terminology contributes to cognitive restructuring among members, aligning 
their worldview with the ideological framework of the organization and reducing 
susceptibility to external influences.

Functionally, the analysis has shown that encrypted terminology operates 
across multiple domains, including organizational structuring, operational security, 
propaganda dissemination, financial coordination, and disciplinary control. Each 
domain highlights the strategic role of language in simplifying complex processes, 
standardizing communication, and ensuring consistency in organizational practices. 
Moreover, the dual-layered nature of such terminology—where ordinary expressions 
conceal specialized meanings—enhances the resilience of communication systems 
against detection and disruption.

The study also underscores the psychological and social implications of encrypted 
language use. By fostering a shared linguistic code, extremist organizations strengthen 
group identity and solidarity while simultaneously creating epistemic isolation. This 
isolation limits exposure to alternative perspectives and reinforces ideological rigidity, 
thereby sustaining long-term commitment and obedience among members. In this 
sense, encrypted terminology functions not only as a tool of communication but also as 
a mechanism of social control and identity formation.
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Importantly, the findings carry significant practical implications for counter-
extremism efforts. A deeper understanding of encrypted terminology enables more 
effective identification and interpretation of covert communication patterns, thereby 
enhancing intelligence analysis and early detection of radicalization processes. 
Furthermore, disrupting such linguistic systems may weaken organizational cohesion 
and operational capacity, while incorporating linguistic deconstruction into rehabilitation 
programs can support cognitive reintegration and ideological disengagement.

In conclusion, encrypted terminology should be recognized as a structurally 
embedded and strategically designed element of extremist organizations rather than 
a peripheral or incidental feature. Its study provides critical insights into the hidden 
dynamics of these groups, revealing how language can be systematically employed to 
sustain secrecy, enforce control, and reproduce ideology. Future research should further 
explore the evolution of encrypted linguistic systems in digital environments, where 
technological advancements continue to transform the nature of covert communication 
and expand the scope of linguistic adaptation.
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