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Abstract 

Across Western media and platform discourse, a recurrent rhetoric appears whenever 
colonial violence, racial enslavement, or contemporary repair claims enter public 
debate: ‘enough repentance,’ ‘colonialism also brought benefits,’ ‘everyone did slavery,’ 
‘white people ended slavery,’ and ‘there is too much white guilt.’ We model this cluster as 
a denial‑and‑domination script rather than an honest historical disagreement. Building 
on structural‑clinical work on perpetrator pathology and the “entitlement cascade,” we 
propose that the script functions as a ritualized reenactment loop that restores moral 
superiority, diffuses accountability, and re‑licenses extraction under stress (loss of 
influence, legal exposure, demographic shift, reputational risk). We integrate (i) an 
institutional pathology frame (DSM‑H), (ii) a leadership selection frame (Colonized Dark 
Tetrad / Imperial Selection Model), and (iii) a platform‑incentive frame (engagement 
and outrage optimization). Methodologically, we outline a preregisterable 
mixed‑methods program: motif coding of public discourse; a policy‑shock natural 
experiment around the 27 October 2022 acquisition of Twitter (now X); cross‑platform 
comparisons (centralized vs federated moderation); and network‑behavioral signatures 
of ritual reenactment (repetition, blame inversion, humiliation play, falsity load). The 
paper’s contribution is a falsifiable model: when accountability pressure rises, the 
WG‑IS intensifies, concentrates among inheritor/beneficiary clusters, and is amplified 
by architectures that reward provocation. We specify predictions, tests, and 
disconfirmations, and we supply a coding schema for replication. 

Keywords: entitlement cascade; white‑guilt myth; denial rhetoric; dark tetrad; ritualized 
reenactment; platform governance; DSM‑H; propaganda; dehumanization 
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1. Introduction 

Public discourse about racial enslavement and colonialism is rarely a neutral exchange 
of facts. Yet there is a specific pattern that remains stable across time, country, and topic: 
when harmed communities raise questions of repair, restitution, restitution‑adjacent 
policies, or historical accountability, the conversation is pulled into an inversion ritual. 
In this ritual the injured are reframed as excessive, irrational, or dangerous, while the 
perpetrating system is reframed as civilizing, self‑correcting, or unfairly accused. 

Recurring phrases such as “enough repentance” (especially visible in French debates), 
“colonialism was also good,” “white people ended slavery,” “everyone did slavery,” or 
“there is too much white guilt” are seldom offered as falsifiable historical claims with 
sources and scope conditions. They operate as conversational devices that (i) shift 
attention, (ii) normalize baseline violence, and (iii) re‑center beneficiary comfort as the 
ethical horizon. 

This paper offers a compact pivot: we treat the pattern as a behavioral script with 
identifiable mechanisms and predictable downstream actions, not as an ordinary 
difference of opinion. Our goal is not to “win” Western approval or to target Western 
sensitivity. Our goal is methodological resilience: a model built on factuality, definitional 
clarity, and testability. 

2. Naming the Phenomenon 

We propose a new label for the unique historical formation under discussion: the 
Atlantic Racial Enslavement–Colonial Extraction Complex (ARE‑CEC). ARE‑CEC does not 
claim that other societies never practiced domination or unfree labor. It denotes a 
specific fusion: (i) hereditary, racialized chattel status; (ii) industrial scale and 
transcontinental logistics; (iii) codified dehumanization rituals in law, culture, 
education, and spectacle; and (iv) durable extraction institutions that outlive formal 
abolition and survive as economic, legal, and symbolic power. 

ARE‑CEC is accompanied by a discursive shield. We call this shield the White‑Guilt 
Inversion Script (WG‑IS): a cluster of motifs that converts accountability pressure into 
beneficiary moral sovereignty. “White” here refers to the historically Western‑European 
settler and imperial formation that standardized these motifs. The script is often 
repeated by non‑white agents too, through colonized socialization, status competition, 
or direct incentive alignment. 
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3. Theoretical Frame: Pathologies of 
Empire → Entitlement Cascade → Ritual 
Loop 

3.1. Perpetrator pathology as a systems phenomenon. The Entitlement Cascade (a 
structural pathology framework, in Nsiangani, 2020) treats chronic harm not as isolated 
“bad actors” but as patterned institutional outcomes: predictable distortions of empathy, 
truth, accountability, and constraint. In this frame, “empire” is not a metaphor; it is an 
ecosystem that selects, rewards, and reproduces behavioral repertoires under 
expansion and constraint. 

3.2. The entitlement cascade. Prior work describes an escalation pathway where 
entitlement, when challenged, progresses through denial, minimization, blame shifting, 
victim inversion, humiliation, and punitive reenactment. The cascade’s signature is not 
only what is said, but what follows: harassment, policy rollback, historical revisionism, 
and renewed extraction attempts framed as order, progress, or security. 

3.3. Ritualized reenactment as a compulsion under stress. We refine the model: under 
accountability stress, the system generates “ritual performances” through individuals 
whose incentives and traits align with it. These rituals are compulsive in the sense of 
repetition and reward, not in the clinical sense of diagnosing individuals from afar. The 
core claim is structural: the system could pursue profit without reenactment, yet 
repeatedly chooses humiliation‑and‑denial because it restores dominance, tests 
boundaries, recruits collaborators, and suppresses counter‑memory. 

4. WG‑IS Motifs and Associated Action 
Patterns 

We operationalize WG‑IS as a preregisterable motif set (Table 1). Motifs include: (a) 
repentance saturation; (b) universalization to erase specificity; (c) moral self‑exemption 
(saviorism); (d) victim inversion (“reverse racism” scripts); (e) humiliation play; and (f) 
falsity load (flooding with demonstrable falsehoods). 

Action‑pattern hypothesis: WG‑IS is not inert language. When an episode is coded as 
WG‑IS‑positive, we predict a higher probability of downstream behaviors: (i) 
harassment swarms; (ii) institutional pressure on schools, museums, publishers, or 
journalists to dilute content; (iii) policy proposals rehabilitating colonial “benefits”; (iv) 
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selective commemoration; and (v) renewed extraction initiatives framed as 
humanitarian order. 

  

Table 1. Preregistered Motif Codebook 

Motif Label Definition & Function Inclusion Markers 
(Positive Indicators) 

Exclusion Criteria (False 
Positives) 

M1: Repentance 
Saturation 

Function: Fatigue 
induction. Posits that the 
“debt” of history has been 
over‑paid or that the topic 
is exhausted. 

• “Enough already”​
 • “Get over it”​
 • “Why are we still talking 
about this?”​
 • “Move on” / “It was 400 
years ago”​
 • “White guilt is a 
disease” 

• Specific arguments 
about current statutes of 
limitation (legal nuance)​
 • Discussion of fatigue 
without hostility 

M2: Universalization 
(The “Everyone Did It” 
Trap) 

Function: Dilution. Erases 
the specificities of 
ARE‑CEC (chattel, racial, 
industrial) by conflating it 
with generic “bad things 
humans do.” 

• “Africans sold their own 
people”​
 • “Arabs did it too”​
 • “Every race has been 
enslaved”​
 • “The Romans had 
slaves”​
 • “Slavery exists today in 
[Country X]” (deflection) 

• Comparative history 
that acknowledges 
differences in scale/type​
 • Sourced academic 
comparisons of unfree 
labor systems 

M3: Moral 
Self‑Exemption 
(Saviorism) 

Function: Credit seizure. 
Reframes the perpetrator 
system as the hero for 
stopping the harm it 
created/industrialized. 

• “White people ended 
slavery”​
 • “The British Navy 
stopped the trade”​
 • “We gave them 
civilization/railroads”​
 • “You should be grateful”​
 • “Without colonization, 
you wouldn’t have 
[Technology]” 

• Factual discussions of 
abolitionist movements 
that also acknowledge the 
preceding centuries of 
traffic 

M4: Victim Inversion 
(The “Reverse Racism” 
Script) 

Function: Threat reversal. 
Posits the beneficiary 
class as the current victim 
of persecution by the 
“ungrateful” formerly 
colonized. 

• “Anti‑white racism”​
 • “You want 
revenge/replacement”​
 • “Teaching this is child 
abuse/indoctrination”​
 • “You are the real racists”​
 • “Woke mind virus” (in 
context of history) 

• Good‑faith debates 
about curriculum design 
or age‑appropriateness 
without persecution 
framing 
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M5: Humiliation Play Function: Dominance 
signaling. Deriving 
entertainment/bonding 
value from the suffering of 
the out‑group. 

• Racial slurs​
 • Memes mocking 
physical traits or 
historical suffering​
 • “Go back to…”​
 • Laughing emojis 
(😂/🤣) on posts about 
death/atrocity​
 • Posting images of 
whips/chains as “jokes” 

• Dark humor from the 
victim group (coping 
mechanisms)​
 • Satire punching up at 
power 

M6: Falsity Load Function: Sabotage. 
Flooding the zone with 
demonstrable falsehoods 
to waste the opponent’s 
energy. 

• “Irish were slaves too” 
(the “Irish myth”)​
 • “The Civil War wasn’t 
about slavery”​
 • “Slaves were treated like 
family”​
 • Denial of death 
counts/genocide numbers 

• Minor statistical errors​
 • Debated historical gray 
areas (e.g., exact dates of 
specific battles) 

M7: Context Nullification​
 (“Online isn’t real”) 

Function: Accountability 
evasion. Declares the 
arena unreal so the script 
is consequence‑free; often 
used to shield or 
normalize M1–M6. 

• “Twitter isn’t real life”​
 • “It’s just the internet”​
 • “Touch grass”​
 • “Why do you care?”​
 • “Triggered” (as 
dismissal) 

• Genuine mental‑health 
advice or sincere 
disengagement guidance 
without victim 
inversion/entitlement 
payload 

Global Rule: To be coded as WG‑IS Positive, a unit of text must function to stop inquiry or 
reverse victimhood. Historical fact‑checking alone does not count; it must carry the 
Entitlement/Inversion payload. 

5. Platform Incentives and the 
Amplification of WG‑IS 

Centralized platforms optimize for engagement. Outrage and humiliation are high‑yield 
engagement primitives, so scripts like WG‑IS are structurally “profitable.” Investigative 
accounts of large platforms have described ranking systems that overweight 
anger‑reactivity, rewarding polarizing content even when it degrades civic health. 

Federated systems (e.g., Mastodon) offer a different moderation geometry: many local 
governors can defederate (block) abusive servers, restricting the reach of trolling 
clusters. Federation does not remove conflict, but it changes the amplification pathway 
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from single‑corporate engagement optimization to community‑bounded rule systems 
that can quarantine hostile instances. 

6. Natural Experiment: Twitter → X (27 
Oct 2022) as a Policy Shock 

On 27 October 2022 the acquisition of Twitter by an Elon Musk affiliate was completed. 
Soon after, Twitter’s trust‑and‑safety posture and staffing changed, creating a plausible 
policy shock for toxicity, coordinated harassment, and trolling dynamics. 

One could argue that observed changes are simply caused by user‑base re‑composition 
(some conservative users migrate in while some non‑conservatives migrate out). We 
treat this not as a refutation but as a measurable mechanism. WG‑IS is not only ‘speech’; 
it is territorial dominance. Our hypothesis is that the policy shock signaled, to relevant 
actor clusters, a lower expected cost of impunity, and that this reduced‑friction signal 
can itself attract aligned users. Still, we do not claim perfect causality. The design below 
is preregisterable and admits disconfirmation. 

We propose a preregistered interrupted time series design: measure WG‑IS motif 
prevalence, harassment‑swarm indicators, and hate‑speech proxies pre/post shock, 
controlling for topic cycles and major news events. Independent auditing work has 
reported post‑takeover increases in hateful content and bot‑like dynamics, motivating 
replication using transparent code and multiple measures. 

Competing Explanations: Mask‑Drop vs Troll‑Supply 

Because X is not treated as the ‘cause’ but as a disinhibition microscope, we pre‑specify 
two competing mechanisms that can both be tested and can both be wrong: 

Hᴀ (Mask‑Drop / Revealed Preference): Lower expected social cost reveals latent 
ideology. Predictions: (1) within‑person intensification on X versus higher‑friction 
spaces for matched users; (2) a non‑trivial share of WG‑IS content comes from older, 
socially anchored accounts (not only fresh anon swarms); (3) motif persistence over 
months, not only during flash events. 

Hʙ (Troll‑Supply / Industrialized Reenactment): Increased supply from farms, 
automation, and outrage entrepreneurs dominates. Predictions: (1) WG‑IS is 
concentrated in high‑churn/new accounts; (2) stronger automation and copy‑paste 
reuse signatures; (3) weaker cross‑platform identity continuity. The study reports the 
relative weight of Hᴀ vs Hʙ, rather than assuming either. 

 
 

Please cite as: Diallo, Johnson & Kituavewa (2023). The Entitlement Cascade and the WG-IS. 
​  

6 / 14 



Diallo · Johnson · Kituavewa (2023) | Entitlement Cascade & White-Guilt Inversion Script (WG-IS) |  v2023-10-02 
 

  

7. Research Design: Hypotheses, 
Predictions, and Falsification 

7.1. Core hypotheses. H1 (Stress–Ritual): WG‑IS prevalence increases when 
accountability pressure rises (court cases, curriculum disputes, reparations debates, 
memorialization events). H2 (Beneficiary concentration): WG‑IS production is 
statistically concentrated among inheritor/beneficiary clusters, operationalized via 
geo‑signals (where available), self‑description, or network embeddings linked to 
beneficiary narratives. H3 (Platform amplification): WG‑IS reach grows faster on 
systems that reward engagement without strong friction. H4 (Falsity load): WG‑IS posts 
contain a higher falsity load (claims contradicted by primary sources, or claims that shift 
scope to evade falsification). 

7.2. Predictions that can be wrong. P1: a detectable post‑2022‑10‑27 level shift in WG‑IS 
motif frequency and swarm indicators on X, but not on federated platforms after 
controlling for migration effects. P2: motif presence predicts higher swarm probability 
(reply‑velocity bursts, coordinated quote‑sharing, meme replication). P3: motif 
prevalence predicts real‑world policy moves aimed at rehabilitating colonial “benefits” 
or curtailing memory work (measured via parliamentary text, ministerial statements, 
and institutional controversies). 

7.3. Disconfirmations. D1: no motif increase under accountability stress; D2: no platform 
differences after controls; D3: falsity load not higher than baseline; D4: swarm 
indicators uncorrelated with motif presence. 

8. Results Outputs Required for 
Publication 

This camera‑ready version specifies the minimum outputs required for credible 
publication once the corpus and code are fixed: 

Figure 1: Conceptual diagram (Empire stress → entitlement cascade → WG‑IS → 
ritual reenactment → downstream action). 

Figure 2: Timeline with policy shock markers (platform governance changes; major 
accountability events). 
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Table 1: Motif codebook with inclusion/exclusion rules and examples. 

Table 2. Predicted Directional Effects and Expected Order‑of‑Magnitude 
(Preregistered Priors; not measured results) 

Figure 3: Cross‑platform comparative reach curves (X vs federated instances) with 
confidence bands. 

Table 2. Cross‑Platform WG‑IS Metrics (Illustrative Reporting Template; example 
values shown) 

Note: The table below shows the intended reporting format. Example values are 
illustrative (pilot magnitudes) and must be replaced by preregistered estimates from 
the WG‑IS pipeline before citation. 

Measure Twitter (Pre‑shock)​
 Jan 2022–Oct 2022 

X (Post‑shock)​
 Nov 2022–Aug 
2023 

Mastodon 
(Control)​
 Nov 2022–Aug 
2023 

% Change (X) 

Total WG‑IS prevalence​
 (% of relevant threads 
with ≥1 motif) 

18.4% 42.1% 6.2% +128% 

Dominant motif (mode) M2: 
Universalization​
 (“Everyone did it”) 

M5: Humiliation 
Play​
 (“Memes/Slurs”) 

M1: Repentance 
Saturation​
 (“Topic fatigue”) 

Shift to cruelty 

M4: Victim inversion​
 (reframing beneficiaries 
as victims) 

4.1% 15.8% 0.8% +285% 

M5: Humiliation play​
 
(mockery/dehumanizati
on) 

2.2% 12.4% <0.1% +463% 

Swarm probability​
 (P(>50 hostile 
replies/hour)) 

5.6% 28.3% 0.5% +405% 
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Falsity load​
 (presence of debunked 
pseudo‑history) 

11.0% TBD (expected ↑) TBD (expected 
low) 

— 

Interpretation of the expected pattern 

The “cruelty shift” (M5 spike): moving from defensive universalization (M2) to overt 
humiliation (M5) is the signature expected when moderation friction is removed and a 
‘ritual license’ signal is perceived. 

The “safe‑space migration” (M4 spike): victim‑inversion becomes a self‑reinforcing 
echo‑chamber narrative, used to exonerate the beneficiary group and maintain moral 
superiority in a lower‑cost impunity environment. 

The “federation failure for trolls” (Mastodon control): instance‑level moderation and 
defederation act as a network quarantine, lowering swarm probability by constraining 
reach and replication. 

Alignment note: the TrollLab observatory (initiated in 2022; with a fully specified 
12‑month analytical window in later releases) documents sustained high‑entitlement 
harassment patterns and recurrent humiliation dynamics in the same platform ecology, 
supporting the claim that post‑acquisition changes were not a short‑lived spike but a 
durable shift in the opportunity structure for reenactment. 

9. Discussion 

9.1. What the model explains. WG‑IS explains why the same rhetorical moves reappear 
across centuries and domains: they are functional within extraction systems. Victim 
inversion is not merely “defensiveness”; it is a dominance‑restoration device that lowers 
the perceived cost of harm and raises the perceived cost of accountability. 

9.2. Relation to historical evidence. The ARE‑CEC record includes documented 
dehumanization spectacles (human exhibitions), public terror rituals (lynching as 
spectacle and souvenir imagery), and unethical experimentation. These are not marginal 
anomalies; they are consistent with a system able to normalize cruelty and then narrate 
itself as benevolent. 

9.3. Propaganda parallels. Scholarship on Nazi propaganda describes systematic 
dehumanization and scapegoating deployed across media to make violence feel 
necessary and morally clean. WG‑IS shares technique‑level similarities (repetition, 
scapegoating, blame inversion, humiliation play), though contexts differ. The point is not 
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equivalence; it is a warning about how ritualized denial can prepare publics to tolerate 
expanded harm. 

9.4. Two implications with concrete examples. (A) Memory work is a security control: 
protecting truth‑telling (archives, curricula, museums) reduces the system’s capacity for 
ritual denial. Example 1: publish primary documents and methods; Example 2: enforce 
evidentiary standards and corrections for viral historical claims. (B) Platform 
governance is risk engineering: friction and federation can measurably reduce swarm 
dynamics. Example 1: rate limits and quote‑share friction reduce harassment bursts; 
Example 2: federation and defederation limit the blast radius of abusive clusters. 

10. Limitations and Ethics 

We do not diagnose individuals from text. We model observable scripts and downstream 
behaviors, and we use the language of “pathology” at the system level as a structural 
analogy consistent with DSM‑H. 

Cross‑platform comparisons are confounded by audience composition and migration. 
This is why preregistration, robustness checks, and transparent code are 
non‑negotiable. Ethics review is recommended for data handling, anonymization, and 
protection of targets of harassment. 

11. Conclusion 

WG‑IS is best understood as a ritualized accountability‑avoidance technology within the 
ARE‑CEC continuum. It is produced by beneficiaries and would‑be beneficiaries, 
amplified by engagement‑optimizing architectures, and reproduced through colonized 
incentive alignment. Our contribution is a compact, falsifiable model with concrete 
predictions and disconfirmations. 

Future work should execute the preregistered corpus study, publish the codebook and 
data pipeline, and test interventions (friction, defederation, and institutional 
fact‑standards) as measurable reductions in swarm probability and falsity load. 

12. Policy & Design Recommendations 

The WG‑IS is not best countered by more ‘debate’ inside the inversion arena. It is best 
countered by circuit breakers: design and policy controls that interrupt the entitlement 
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cascade at predictable stages (fatigue induction → dilution → saviorism → victim 
inversion → humiliation → swarm/punishment). 

12.1 Heritage institutions: museums, schools, archives 

Circuit breakers for memory work (the goal is not neutrality but evidentiary stability): 

·       Pre‑bunking modules: teach the six motifs (M1–M6) explicitly as a literacy skill, 
with short examples and a simple decision rule (“Does this stop inquiry or invert 
victimhood?”). 

·       Primary‑source anchors: whenever a topic is public‑facing, publish a ‘source 
spine’ (scan + transcription + provenance + method notes) so the burden is not 
placed on individual educators to fight viral falsities alone. 

·       Myth‑card library: one‑page rebuttals for recurrent pseudo‑history (e.g., “Irish 
were slaves too,” “civil war wasn’t about slavery,” “Africans did it to themselves”) 
with citations and scope conditions. 

·       Rapid correction protocol: institutional accounts should correct falsehoods using 
a consistent template (claim → why false → evidence → what remains 
uncertain). 

·       Harassment resilience: protect staff with moderation guidelines for public events, 
reporting pathways, and legal support; treat harassment as a predictable 
downstream behavior of WG‑IS‑positive episodes. 

·       Co‑curation and governance: include representatives of affected communities in 
curatorial review to reduce dilution pressures and prevent comfort politics from 
rewriting exhibits. 

12.2 Platform designers: moderation, ranking, and swarm 
controls 

If WG‑IS is a ritualized reenactment loop, then platform architecture is the stage 
machinery. Circuit breakers should target reach, replication, and burst‑harassment 
rather than pretending the problem is only ‘bad words’: 

·       Swarm circuit breaker: detect reply‑burst velocity and coordinated quote‑sharing; 
apply temporary rate limits, reply gating, or slow‑mode to threads showing the 
>50 hostile replies/hour signature. 
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·       Humiliation de‑amplification: treat dehumanization, slurs, and atrocity‑mockery 
as high‑risk. Even when content is not removed, do not algorithmically boost it. 

·       Friction for pile‑ons: add quote‑share friction (delay, confirmation, or context 
prompts) and limit repetitive meme reposting during active harassment 
windows. 

·       Disposable account suppression: strengthen anti‑sybil controls (account age 
thresholds for high‑reach replies, graduated verification, throttles for 
low‑reputation accounts). 

·       Context injection: for recurrent historical falsities, attach evidence cards and 
provenance links (primary sources where possible). 

·       Federation‑style quarantine (centralized analog): emulate defederation by 
quarantining high‑abuse clusters (domain blocks, community firewalls, or 
visibility limits across network regions). 

·       Transparency metrics: publish quarterly motif‑level metrics (M1–M6 prevalence, 
swarm probability, falsity load) and the effect sizes of interventions. 

12.3 How to evaluate circuit breakers 

Evaluation should be pre‑specified and falsifiable: (i) reduction in swarm probability, (ii) 
reduction in M5 humiliation prevalence among relevant threads, (iii) reduction in 
falsity‑load exposure, and (iv) improved safety outcomes for targets (reports, block 
rates, retention). Use interrupted time series and randomized friction experiments 
where possible, and report both intended effects and trade‑offs (including reduced 
engagement). 

13. Minimal Viable Circuit Breakers 

If only three controls are feasible, the evidence‑resilient minimum is: (1) myth‑card 
source spines for heritage institutions, (2) swarm circuit breakers plus pile‑on friction 
for platforms, and (3) transparent motif‑level reporting so the public can see whether 
policy changes increase or decrease cruelty‑shift dynamics. 
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Appendix A. WG‑IS Codebook Notes for 
Implementation 

Purpose: this codebook is designed for the Methodologist and Data Scientist roles to 
feed a classification pipeline and preregistration package. 

Unit of analysis: post/comment/headline/transcript segment (≤ 280 words or 
equivalent). 

Coding rule: binary WG‑IS positive/negative; optionally multi‑label motifs M1–M6. 

Minimum standard: a unit is positive only if it functions to stop inquiry or reverse 
victimhood; factual disagreement without the entitlement/inversion payload is 
negative. 

False positives to watch: satire, coping humor by victim groups, good‑faith curriculum 
debates, sourced comparative history, and nuanced legal discussion. 

Appendix B. War‑Room Adversarial 
Review Protocol 

Roles: Methodologist (falsification), Historian (primary sources), Platform analyst 
(policy‑shock validity), Clinician (pathology language guardrails), Hostile reviewer 
(steelman counter‑arguments). 

Outputs: (a) overclaims to cut; (b) measurements to add; (c) alternative explanations; 
(d) minimum evidence threshold for publication. 
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