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Methodology

We have defined terrorism here as “acts of violence intentionally perpetrated on civilian non-
combatants with the goal of furthering some ideological, religious or political objective.” Our
principal focus is on non-state actors.

Our task was to identify and analyze the scientific and professional social science literature
pertaining to the psychological and/or behavioral dimensions of terrorist behavior (not on
victimization or effects). Our objectives were to explore what questions pertaining to terrorist
groups and behavior had been asked by social science researchers; to identify the main
findings from that research; and attempt to distill and summarize them within a framework of
operationally relevant questions.

Search Strategy

To identify the relevant social science literature, we began by searching a series of major academic databases
using a systematic, iterative keyword strategy, mapping, where possible onto existing subject headings. The
focus was on locating professional social science literature published in major books or in peer-reviewed journals.
The following database searches were conducted in October, 2003.

Sociofile/Sociological Abstracts

Criminal Justice Abstracts (CJ Abstracts)

Criminal Justice Periodical Index (CJPI)

National Criminal Justice Reference Service Abstracts (NCJRS)
Psychinfo

Medline

Public Affairs Information Service (PAIS)

The “hit count” from those searches is summarized in the table below. After the initial list was
generated, we cross-checked the citations against the reference list of several major review
works that had been published in the preceding five years (e.g., Rex Hudson’s “The Psychology
and Sociology of Terrorism™) and included potentially relevant references that were not already
on the list. Finally, the list was submitted to the three senior academic consultants on the
project: Dr. Martha Crenshaw, Dr. John Horgan, and Dr. Andrew Silke soliciting
recommendations based only on relevance (not merit) as to whether any of the citations listed
should be removed and whether they knew of others that met the criteria that should be added.
Reviews mainly suggested additions (rarely recommending removal) to the list. Revisions were
made in response to reviewer comments, and the remaining comprised our final citation list.

Annotations
Three types of annotations are provided for works in this bibliography:

= Author’s Abstract: This is the abstract of the work as provided (and often published)
by the author. If available, it is provided even if another annotation also is included.

= Editor’s Annotation: This is an annotation written by the Editor of this bibliography.

= Key Quote Summary: This is an annotation composed of “key quotes” from the original
work, edited to provide a cogent overview of its main points.
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Reference List

1. Root causes of terrorism. International expert meeting in Olso Olso: Norwegian Institute of International
Affairs.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: An international panel of leading experts on terrorism met in
Oslo to discuss root causes of terrorism. The main purpose was to provide inputs from the research
community to a high-level conference on “Fighting Terrorism for Humanity” to be held in New
York on 22 September 2003. The findings described below are conclusions drawn by the chairman
on the basis of presentations and discussions.
-A main accomplishment of the expert panel was to invalidate several widely held ideas about what
causes terrorism. There was broad agreement that there is only a weak and indirect relationship
between poverty and terrorism. At the individual level, terrorists are generally not drawn from the
poorest segments of their societies. Typically, they are at average or over-average levels in terms of
education and socio-economic background. Poor people are more likely to take part in simpler forms
of political violence than terrorism, such as riots. The level of terrorism is not particularly high in the
poorest countries of the world. Terrorism is more commonly associated with countries with a
medium level of economic development, often emerging in societies characterized by rapid
modernization and transition. On the other hand, poverty has frequently been used as justification for
social revolutionary terrorists, who may claim to represent the poor and marginalized without being
poor themselves. Although not a root cause of terrorism, poverty is a social evil that should be
fought for its own reasons.
- State sponsorship is not a root cause of terrorism. Used as an instrument in their foreign policies,
some states have capitalized on pre-existing terrorist groups rather than creating them. Terrorist
groups have often been the initiators of these relationships, at times courting several potential state
sponsors in order to enhance their own independence. State sponsorship is clearly an enabling factor
of terrorism, giving terrorist groups a far greater capacity and lethality than they would have had on
their own. States have exercised varying degrees of control over the groups they have sponsored,
ranging from using terrorists as “guns for hire” to having virtually no influence at all over their
operations. Tight state control is rare. Also Western democratic governments have occasionally
supported terrorist organizations as a foreign policy means.
- Suicide terrorism is not caused by religion (or more specifically Islam) as such. Many suicide
terrorists around the world are secular, or belong to other religions than Islam. Suicide terrorists are
motivated mainly by political goals usually to end foreign occupation or domestic domination by a
different ethnic group. Their “martyrdom” is, however, frequently legitimized and glorified with
reference to religious ideas and values.
- Terrorists are not insane or irrational actors. Symptoms of psychopathology are not common
among terrorists. Neither do suicide terrorists, as individuals, possess the typical risk factors of
suicide. There is no common personality profile that characterizes most terrorists, who appear to be
relatively normal individuals. Terrorists may follow their own rationalities based on extremist
ideologies or particular terrorist logics, but they are not irrational.
-What causes terrorism? The notion of terrorism is applied to a great diversity of groups with
different origins and goals. Terrorism occurs in wealthy countries as well as in poor countries, in
democracies as well as in authoritarian states. Thus, there exists no single root cause of terrorism, or
even a common set of causes. There are, however, a number of preconditions and precipitants for the
emergence of various forms of terrorism.
One limitation of the “root cause” approach is the underlying idea that terrorists are just passive
pawns of the social, economic and psychological forces around them doing what these “causes”
compel them to do. It is more useful to see terrorists as rational and intentional actors who develop
deliberate strategies to achieve political objectives. They make their choices between different
options and tactics, on the basis of the limitations and possibilities of the situation. Terrorism is
better understood as emerging from a process of interaction between different parties, than as a
mechanical cause-and-effect relationship.
-With these reservations in mind, it is nevertheless useful to try to identify some conditions and
circumstances that give rise to terrorism, or that at least provide a fertile ground for radical groups
wanting to use terrorist methods to achieve their objectives. One can distinguish between
preconditions and precipitants as two ends of a continuum.




-Preconditions set the stage for terrorism in the long run. They are of a relatively general and
structural nature, producing a wide range of social outcomes of which terrorism is only one.
Preconditions alone are not sufficient to cause the outbreak of terrorism. Precipitants are much more
directly affecting the emergence of terrorism. These are the specific events or situations that
immediately precede, motivate or trigger the outbreak of terrorism. The first set of causes listed
below have more character of being preconditions, whereas the latter causes are closer to
precipitants. (The following list is not all-inclusive.)

- Lack of democracy, civil liberties and the rule of law is a precondition for many forms of domestic
terrorism. The relationship between government coercion and political violence is essentially shaped
like an inverted U; the most democratic and the most totalitarian societies have the lowest levels of
oppositional violence. Moderate levels of coercive violence from the government tend to fuel the fire
of dissent, while dissident activities can be brought down by governments willing to resort to
extreme forces of coercive brutality. Such draconian force is beyond the limits of what democratic
nations are willing to use and rightfully so.

- Failed or weak states lack the capacity or will to exercise territorial control and maintain a
monopoly of violence. This leaves a power vacuum that terrorist organizations may exploit to
maintain safe havens, training facilities and bases for launching terrorist operations. On the other
hand, terrorists may also find safe havens and carry out support functions in strong and stable
democracies, due to the greater liberties that residents enjoy there.

- Rapid modernization in the form of high economic growth has also been found to correlate strongly
with the emergence of ideological terrorism, but not with ethno-nationalist terrorism. This may be
particularly important in countries where sudden wealth (e.g. from oil) has precipitated a change
from tribal to high-tech societies in one generation or less. When traditional norms and social
patterns crumble or are made to seem irrelevant, new radical ideologies (sometimes based on
religion and/or nostalgia for a glorious past) may become attractive to certain segments of society.
Modern society also facilitates terrorism by providing access to rapid transportation and
communication, news media, weapons, etc.

- Extremist ideologies of a secular or religious nature are at least an intermediate cause of terrorism,
although people usually adopt such extremist ideologies as a consequence of more fundamental
political or personal reasons. When these worldviews are adopted and applied in order to interpret
situations and guide action, they tend to take on a dynamics of their own, and may serve to
dehumanize the enemy and justify atrocities.

- Historical antecedents of political violence, civil wars, revolutions, dictatorships or occupation may
lower the threshold for acceptance of political violence and terrorism, and impede the development
of non-violent norms among all segments of society. The victim role as well as longstanding
historical injustices and grievances may be constructed to serve as justifications for terrorism. When
young children are socialized into cultural value systems that celebrate martyrdom, revenge and
hatred of other ethnic or national groups, this is likely to increase their readiness to support or
commit violent atrocities when they grow up.

- Hegemony and inequality of power. When local or international powers possess an overwhelming
power compared to oppositional groups, and the latter see no other realistic ways to forward their
cause by normal political or military means, “asymmetrical warfare” can represent a tempting
option. Terrorism offers the possibility of achieving high political impact with limited means.

- lllegitimate or corrupt governments frequently give rise to opposition that may turn to terrorist
means if other avenues are not seen as realistic options for replacing these regimes with a more
credible and legitimate government or a regime which represents the values and interests of the
opposition movement.

- Powerful external actors upholding illegitimate governments may be seen as an insurmountable
obstacle to needed regime change. Such external support to illegitimate governments is frequently
seen as foreign domination through puppet regimes serving the political and economic interests of
foreign sponsors.

- Repression by foreign occupation or by colonial powers has given rise to a great many national
liberation movements that have sought recourse in terrorist tactics, guerrilla warfare, and other
political means. Despite their use of terrorist methods, some liberation movements enjoy
considerable support and legitimacy among their own constituencies, and sometimes also from
segments of international public opinion.



- The experience of discrimination on the basis of ethnic or religious origin is the chief root cause of
ethno-nationalist terrorism. When sizeable minorities are systematically deprived of their rights to
equal social and economic opportunities, obstructed from expressing their cultural identities (e.g.
forbidden to use their language or practice their religion), or excluded from political influence, this
can give rise to secessionist movements that may turn to terrorism or other forms of violent struggle.
Ethnic nationalisms are more likely to give rise to (and justify) terrorism than are moderate and
inclusive civic nationalisms.

- Failure or unwillingness by the state to integrate dissident groups or emerging social classes may
lead to their alienation from the political system. Some groups are excluded because they hold views
or represent political traditions considered irreconcilable with the basic values of the state. Large
groups of highly educated young people with few prospects of meaningful careers within a blocked
system will tend to feel alienated and frustrated. Excluded groups are likely to search for alternative
channels through which to express and promote political influence and change. To some, terrorism
can seem the most effective and tempting option.

- The experience of social injustice is a main motivating cause behind social revolutionary terrorism.
Relative deprivation or great differences in income distribution (rather than absolute deprivation or
poverty) in a society have in some studies been found to correlate rather strongly with the emergence
of social revolutionary political violence and terrorism, but less with ethno-nationalist terrorism.

- The presence of charismatic ideological leaders able to transform widespread grievances and
frustrations into a political agenda for violent struggle is a decisive factor behind the emergence of a
terrorist movement or group. The existence of grievances alone is only a precondition: someone is
needed who can translate that into a programme for violent action.

- Triggering events are the direct precipitators of terrorist acts. Such a trigger can be an outrageous
act committed by the enemy, lost wars, massacres, contested elections, police brutality, or other
provocative events that call for revenge or action. Even peace talks may trigger terrorist action by
spoilers on both sides. Individuals join extremist groups for different reasons. Some are true
believers who are motivated by ideology and political goals, whereas others get involved for selfish
interests, or because belonging to a strong group is important to their identity.

-Factors sustaining terrorism:Terrorism is often sustained for reasons other than those which gave
birth to it in the first place. It is therefore not certain that terrorism will end even if the grievances
that gave rise to it, or the root causes, are somehow dealt with. Terrorist groups may change purpose,
goals and motivation over time.

- Cycles of revenge: As a response to terrorist atrocities, reprisals are generally popular with broad
segments of the public. However, this tends to be the case on both sides, which often try to out do
each other in taking revenge to satisfy their respective constituencies. Deterrence does often not
work against non-state terrorist actors. Violent reprisals may even have the opposite effect of
deterrence because many terrorist groups want to provoke over-reactions. Policies of military
reprisal to terrorist actions may become an incentive to more terrorism, as uncompromising militants
seek to undermine moderation and political compromise.

- The need of the group to provide for its members or for the survival of the group itself may also
cause a terrorist group to change its main objectives or to continue its struggle longer than it
otherwise would have, e.g. to effect the release of imprisoned members or to sustain its members
economically.

- Profitable criminal activities to finance their political and terrorist campaigns may eventually give
terrorist groups vested interests in continuing their actions long after they realise that their political
cause is lost. Alternatively, some continue even if many of their political demands have been met.

- No exit: With “blood on their hands” and having burnt all bridges back to mainstream society,
some terrorist groups and individuals continue their underground struggle because the only
alternative is long-term imprisonment or death. Serious consideration should be given to ways of
bringing the insurgent movement back into the political process, or at least offering individual
terrorists a way out (such as reduced sentences or amnesty) if they break with their terrorist past and
cooperate with the authorities. Such policies have in fact helped to bring terrorism to an end in
several countries.

2. Abdullah, S. (2002). The soul of terrorist. C. E. Stout (Ed), The psychology of terrorism: A public
understanding (Vol. 1pp. 129-141). Westport, CT: Praeger Publishers.




Call Number: Key Quote Summary: What motivates people to strap plastic explosives to their
bodies, go to a public place, and detonate? Are they soulless criminals? Are they insane fanatics? Or
is something else going on? The goal of this chapter is to help us see what is right in front of our
faces. The reflections of this chapter are designed to help us reframe our thinking about the issue of
terrorism, to help us see the issue with new eyes and a new heart. Specifically, the author examines
the nature of terrorism, belief systems, and transitional steps to be taken in order to reduce the spread
of terrorism.

3. Adigun Lawal, C. (2002). Social-Psychological considerations in the emergence and growth of terrorism. C.
E. Stout (Ed), The psychology of terrorism: Programs and practices in response and prevention (Vol.
3). Westport, CT: Praeger Publishers.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: In this article, the author explicates terrorism as a form of deviant
behavior. The initial focus is on how terrorist “attitudes” may develop in individuals. These
attitudes are composed of cognitions, affects, and desire to engage in certain behaviors. Lawal uses
Hofstede’s four dimensions of culture to describe how sociocultural factors may influence a process
of socializing terrorists. Two core culture dependent attributes of terrorists are “dogmatism” and a
sense of helplessness, which are caused by a lack of a sense of independence, lack of assertiveness
and low self esteem.

4. Akhtar, S. (1999). The Psychodynamic Dimension of Terrorism. Psychiatric Annals, 29(6), 350-355.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This article examines how psychodynamic characteristics of
terrorist leaders and their followers are delineated, suing concepts from both individuals and group
psychology. Some parallels between the terrorist violence against peace-seeking forces and certain
patient's destructive attacks on the psychotherapeutic process are demonstrated.
-Evidence does exist that most major players in a terrorist organization are themselves, deeply
traumatized individuals. As children, they suffered chronic physical abuse, and profound emotional
humiliation. They grew up mistrusting others, loathing passivity, and dreading reoccurrence of a
violation of their psychophysical boundaries.
-To eliminate this fear, such individuals feel the need to "kill off" their view of themselves as
victims.
-A terrorism-prone individual is pushed over the edge by a trigger from the environment.
-The vulnerable individual's self-esteem, mobilizes his "narcissistic rage,” and propels him toward
establishing or joining a terrorist organization.
-Like most groups, a terrorist organization consists of a leader and his followers. The leader is
usually a traumatized but charismatic individual. The followers are usually inhibited young men,
equally traumatized themselves and struggling to achieve a sense of self hood and a cohesive
identity. This helps his followers shift their aggression toward those outside the group. This
enhances group cohesion, which, in turn furthers the leader's grip on the members.
-Two cardinal features of group psychology, namely intensifies affect and diminished intellectual
acumen, contribute to the regression set in motion by the group leader. Individual members lose
their previous sense of values on the alter.
-The cohesion of a terrorist group is furthered by the overt or covert financial aid and praise, shock
and horror of the victims, notoriety achieved through public media.
-The terrorist organization cannot afford to succeed it its surface agenda. If the group were to
succeed, it would no longer be needed. The terrorist leader unconsciously aims for the impossible.

5. Al Khattar, A. M. (2003). Religion and terrorism: An interfaith perspective. New York: Praeger Publishers.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Al-Khattar spent 15 years with the Jordanian intelligence service,
before pursuing his graduate education in the US. His doctoral dissertation forms the basis for this
book. He sought to understand religious justifications for violence within Jewish, Christian and
Islamic doctrine and traditions. He interviewed religious leaders from each of these groups
(approximately 24 in all, with attempts to get multiple representatives from each of the major sects
of each religion), looking for thematic consistency in how terrorism might be legitimized as a tactic.
Four that would justify violence (not necessarily terrorism) emerged across most religious traditions:
engagement in “just war” (a rubric imposed by the author to describe the conditions of conflict
articulated by the leaders); preventing future violence; defense of self or others (endorsed as a




justification across all three religions, if it was the only means available to defend those lives);
controlling the land (heard from the Muslim and Jewish leaders). This distillation is probably the
main contribution to emerge from Al-Khattar’s original research.

6. Alexander, Y., & Gleason, J. M. (1981). Behavioral and Quantitative Perspectives on Terrorism . New
York: Pergamon.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This volume was one of the earlier compilations of practical
reviews on behavioral aspects of terrorism. Although it includes chapters from some recognizable
names in the field, including Brian Jenkins, Fred Hacker, and Jeanne Knutson, it also reflects the
very nascent state of knowledge and prevailing reliance during that period on psychoanalytically-
related formulations. The chapter by Tom Strentz, | believe, mark the first appearance of his oft-
noted “organizational profile” of terrorist groups being composed of leaders, activist-operators and
idealists. The book does contain a few attempts to bring a statistical analysis to bear on the problem
(perhaps more effort even than many contemporary texts), but 25 years hence, there is little wisdom
here that has not been repeated many times over or been superceded by subsequent analyses .

7. Ardila, R. (2002). The psychology of the terrorist: Behavioral perspectives. C. E. Stout (Ed), The psychology
of terrorism: A public understanding psychological dimensions to war and peace (Vol. 1pp. 9-15).
Westport, CT: Praeger Publishers/Greenwood Publishing Group.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: This chapter concentrates on the psychology of individuals who
commit terrorist acts. This is done from the point of view of behavioral psychology, in particular of
the experimental analysis of behavior, and post-Skinnerian developments. The field of work is the
social context, the cultural contingencies, and in general the behavioral analysis of social issues. This
work is based on social language theory, on the behavioral analysis of cognition and language, on
rule-government behavior, and on the experimental synthesis of behavior.

8. Atran, S. (2003). Genesis of suicide terrorism. Science, 299(5612), 1534-1539.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors Abstract: Contemporary suicide terrorists from the
Middle East are publicly deemed crazed cowards bent on senseless destruction who thrive in poverty
and ignorance. Recent research indicates they have no appreciable psychopathology and are as
educated and economically well-off as surrounding populations. A First line of defense is to get the
communities from which suicide attackers stem to stop the attacks by learning how to minimize the
receptivity of mostly ordinary people to recruiting organizations
-Suicide attack is an ancient practice with a modern history (supporting online text). Its use by the
Jewish sect of Zealots (sicari) in Roman-occupied Judea and by the Islamic Order of Assassins
(hashashin) during the early Christian Crusades are legendary examples .
-Whether subnational (e.g., Russian anarchists) or state-supported suicide attack as a weapon of
terror is usually chosen by weaker parties against materially stronger foes when fighting methods of
lesser cost seem unlikely to succeed.
-According to Jane’s Intelligence Review: “All the suicide terrorist groups have support
infrastructures in Europe and North America.”
-Calling the current wave of radical Islam “fundamentalism” (in the sense of “traditionalism”) is
misleading, approaching an oxymoron.
-A first line of defense is to prevent people from becoming terrorists.
-What research there is, however, indicates that suicide terrorists have no appreciable
psychopathology and are at least as educated and economically well off as their surrounding
populations.
-For U.S. Senator John Warner, preemptive assaults on terrorists and those supporting terrorism are
justified because: “Those who would commit suicide in their assaults on the free world are not
rational and are not deterred by rational concepts” .
Suicide terrorists generally are not lacking in legitimate life opportunities relative to their general
population. As the Arab press emphasizes, if martyrs had nothing to lose, sacrifice would be
senseless : “He who commits suicide kills himself for his own benefit, he who commits martyrdom
sacrifices himself for the sake of his religion and his nation.... The Mujahed is full of hope”.
-Although humiliation and despair may help account for susceptibility to martyrdom in some
situations, this is neither a complete explanation nor one applicable to other circumstances. Studies




by psychologist Ariel Merari point to the importance of institutions in suicide terrorism . His team
interviewed 32 of 34 bomber families in Palestine/Israel (before 1998), surviving attackers, and
captured recruiters. Suicide terrorists apparently span their population’s normal distribution in terms
of education, socioeconomic status, and personality type (introvert vs. extrovert). Mean age for
bombers was early twenties. Almost all were unmarried and expressed religious belief before
recruitment (but no more than did the general population).

Except for being young, unattached males, suicide bombers differ from members of violent racist
organizations with whom they are often compared . Overall, suicide terrorists exhibit no socially
dysfunctional attributes (fatherless, friendless, or jobless) or suicidal symptoms. They do not vent
fear of enemies or express “hopelessness” or a sense of “nothing to lose” for lack of life alternatives
that would be consistent with economic rationality.

-From 1996 to 1999 Nasra Hassan, a Pakistani relief worker, interviewed nearly 250 Palestinian
recruiters and trainers, failed suicide bombers, and relatives of deceased bombers. Bombers were
men aged 18 to 38: “None were uneducated, desperately poor, simple-minded, or depressed.... They
all seemed to be entirely normal members of their families.” Yet “all were deeply religious,”
believing their actions “sanctioned by the divinely revealed religion of Islam.”

-In contrast to Palestinians, surveys with a control group of Bosnian Moslem adolescents from the
same time period reveal markedly weaker expressions of self-esteem, hope for the future, and
prosocial behavior.

-Thus, a critical factor determining suicide terrorism behavior is arguably loyalty to intimate cohorts
of peers, which recruiting organizations often promote through religious communion.

-But for leaders who almost never consider killing themselves (despite declarations of readiness to
die), material benefits more likely outweigh losses in martyrdom operations.

-The first line of defense is to drastically reduce receptivity of potential recruits to recruiting
organizations. But how? It is important to know what probably will not work. Raising literacy rates
may have no effect and could be counterproductive. Lessening poverty may have no effect, and
could be counterproductive. Ending occupation or reducing perceived humiliation may help, but not
if the population believes this to be a victory inspired by terror. If suicide-bombing is crucially
(though not exclusively) an institution-level phenomenon, it may require finding the right mix of
pressure and inducements to get the communities themselves to abandon support for institutions that
recruit suicide attackers.

-Are there reliable differences between religious and secular groups, or between ideologically driven
and grievance-driven terrorism? Interviews with surviving Hamas bombers and captured Al-Qaida
operatives suggest that ideology and grievance are factors for both groups but relative weights and
consequences may differ.

9. Babeair, A. S. (1990). Contemporary Islamic Revivalism: A Movement or Moment. Journal of Arab Affairs,
9, 122-146.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Written in 1990 by dean of education at King Saud University
and self proclaimed Islamic revivalist.
-Agrees Islamic revivalism has been declining in influence
-Calls for renewal usually begins with negative themes, but to evolve into a movement must have a
positive core
-Negative trends typically has 3 themes:
1. Ummah is totally debilitated(rhetoric of exaggeration)
2. Cause of debilitation is westernization (therefore of scapegoating)
3. Any alien "ism" (e.g.; materialism, socialism) cannot offer anything to solution in Islamic
countries and can be easily dismissed as being flawed (rhetoric of straw man)
-Argues Islamic revivalism has been unable to move from negative to positive because is message
lacks direction
-Offers suggestions to move contemporary Islam revivalism forward by countering the three
negative themes

10. Baeyer-Katte, W. D., Claessens, H. F., & Neidhart, F. (Eds). (1982). Analyzen zum terrorismus 3:
gruppeprozesse. Opaladen: Westdeutscher Verlag.
Call Number: Translation not Available



11. Bandura, A. (2003). The origins and consequences of moral disengagement: A social learning perspective. F.
M. Moghaddam, & A. J. Marsella (Eds), Understanding Terrorism: Psychosocial Roots,
consequences, and interventions . Washington, DC: American Psychological Association.

Call Number: Key Quote Summary: This essay explores the intellectual artifacts and mechanisms
that enable terrorists to do what they do- to kill indiscriminately in the name of political, social or
cultural causes.

-While it is widely recognized that there are no neat explanations of terrorism, that has not deterred
research that seeks to discover underlying causes in the make-up of the terrorist personality.
-Without presuming too much, it is fair to say that a psychologist begins with an individual whose
characteristic way of behaving is formed out of a complex interaction between emotional and
neurological materials and social experiences.

-In his comprehensive review of terrorism (Laqueur 1987), notes that the analyses of motivations are
as numerous and diverse as are the definitions and myriad forms of the phenomenon.

-Freedman observes that: “A psychological profile of a model terrorist cannot be drawn. The
personalities are disparate.”

-We now turn to techniques of emotional concealment that enable the violent to rid themselves of the
terrorist taint.

-To engage openly in indiscriminate violence, the individual must “morally disengage.”

-In this regard, Bandura’s model of the socio-psychological process is instructive.

-The “conversion process” of the socialized into dedicated revolutionaries is not only achieved by
altering their personality structures, aggressive drives or even moral standards. By cognitively
restructuring the moral value of crimes committed against specific groups so that they can be done
free from censuring doubt, the tasks of making violence morally defensible is facilitated.
-Responsibility can also be diffused such that an emotional division of labor can occur. Terrorist
organizations are created and this means that there is a fractional compartmentalization of tasks.
Moreover, decision-making in a hierarchy of authority may easily induce otherwise sensitive
individuals to behave inhumanely because no single person need feel responsible for policies arrived
at collectively or imposed by distant, unknown others in the organization’s leadership cadres.
-Immersion in the group’s ideology, specifically in its dehumanization of the enemy, can deaden
moral sensibilities.

-The mesmerizing power of an ideology is not limited to politically desperate and nad’ve individuals
ready to cling to any set of ideas that promise relief from despair.

-Unlike more group-restricted or privatized paradigms, ideologies are a rhetoric of public discourse
and produce what may be called “dramaturgic accentuation”.

-ldeologically inspired political programs drive contemporary movements that are labeled
“terrorist”. ldeologies would appear to be basic foundational elements in cultivating the
motivational structure and “mind-set” of the believer/adherent.

-The importance of a socially inspired belief system resides in its power to communicate, ideals,
evaluations, and goals among group members. A major feature of ideological thought is the
historical consciousness it breeds among those who embrace it.

-ldeologies are thus concerned with things to come. As a method of interpretation ideologies must
possess some logic.

-As programs of actions, terrorist insurgencies are rarely isolated phenomena: they tend to reflect
diffuse sympathies, desires and aspirations of larger segments of society.

-ldeology plays a role in sculpting the social universe: it aids by providing names, predicates,
gestures, pictures, and interpretations of events. The “recipe knowledge” of ideology rewrites
history in the interest of a political agenda, and enables the terrorist to re-structure social reality in
ways that lend themselves to revolutionary interventions.

-To the extent that the organization and its social and political theories become the grounding of
identity, the task of the terrorist then is not simply an empirical one of proselytizing; more is
involved. First there is the job of spreading the word; secondly, one must do what is needed, which
often entails defending the group against those who seek to discredit it.

-Whether the strategies of disobedience involve only symbolic protest or lead social movements,
they seek to persuade the political leadership that it must attend to the opposition’s proposals so that
modifications and changes satisfactory to all parties can be achieved.

-1f a group believes it is treated unjustly, if the political process is unresponsive and offers little




realistic hope for reversing or changing laws and policies that are deeply resented and offensive, and
finally, if non-violent acts of civil disobedience do not work to produce desired results or prospects
of change, then, given the strength of the group’s convictions and the realistic appraisal of
demographic and political considerations, terror would seem to be the ultimate resort to weaken, to
arouse, and to stimulate others to action.

-The civil disobedient accept the responsibility of lawbreaking, but deny the responsibility of
blameworthiness. They differ from the terrorist not only in their non-violence, but also in another
factor: the road to the goal.

12. Bandura, A. (1990). The Role of Selective Mechanisms of Moral Disengagement in Terrorism and
Counterterrorism. W. Reich (Ed), Origins of Terrorism: Psychologies, Ideologies, Theologies, States
of Mind (pp. 161-191). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Self-sanction plays a central role in the regulation of inhumane
conduct. In the course of socialization, people adopt moral standards that serve as guides and
deterrents for conduct. Once internalized control has developed, people regulate their actions by the
sanctions they apply to themselves. They do things that give them satisfaction and build their sense
of self-worth. They refrain from behaving in ways that violate their moral standards, because such
behavior would bring self-condemnation. Self-sanctions thus keep conduct in line with internal
standards.

-But moral standards do not function as fixed internal regulators of conduct. Self-regulatory
mechanisms do not operate unless they are activated, and there are many psychological processes by
which moral reactions can be disengaged from inhumane conduct.

-Self-sanctions can be disengaged by reconstruing conduct as serving moral purposes, by obscuring
personal agency in detrimental activities, by disregarding or misrepresenting the injurious
consequences of one’s actions, or by blaming and dehumanizing the victims.

-One set of disengagement practices operates on the construal of the behavior itself. People do not
ordinarily engage in reprehensible conduct until they have justified to themselves the morality of
their actions. What is culpable can be made honorable through cognitive reconstrual. People then
act on a moral imperative.

-The conversion of socialized people into dedicated combatants is not achieved by altering their
personality structures, aggressive drives, or moral standards. Rather, it is accomplished by
cognitively restructuring the moral value of killings, so that the killing can be done free from self-
censuring restraints.

-Several features of terrorist acts give power to a few incidents to incite widespread public fear that
vastly exceeds the objective threat. The first such feature is the unpredictability of terrorist acts.
The second feature is the gravity of the consequences. A third feature of terrorist acts that renders
them so terrorizing is the sense of uncontrollability that they may instill. The fourth feature is the
high centralization and interdependency of essential service systems in modern-day life.

-Activities can take on a very different appearance depending on what they are called. Euphemistic
language thus provides a convenient device for making reprehensible activities or even conferring a
respectable status.

-Whenever events occur or are presented contiguously, the first one colors how the second one is
perceived and judged. By exploiting the contrast principle, moral judgments of conduct can be
influenced by the expedient structuring of what it is compared against. Self-deplored acts can be
made to appear righteous by contrasting them with flagrant inhumanities.

-Advantageous comparisons are also drawn from history to justify violence.

-Cognitive restructuring of behavior through moral justifications and palliative characterizations is
the most effective psychological mechanisms for promoting destructive conduct. This is because
moral restructuring not only eliminates self-deterrents but engages self-approval in the service of
destructive exploits. What was once morally condemnable becomes a source of self-valuation.
After destructive means become invested with high moral purpose, functionaries work hard to
become proficient at them and take pride in their destructive accomplishments.

-Another set of dissociative practices operates by obscuring or distorting the relationships between
actions and the effects they cause. People behave in injurious ways they normally repudiate if a
legitimate authority accepts responsibility for the consequences of their conduct. Under conditions
of displaced responsibility, people view their actions as springing from the dictates of authorities




13. Beck, A.

rather then from their own volition. Because they are not the actual agents of their actions, they are
spared self-prohibiting reactions.

-The deterrent power of self-sanctions is weakened when responsibility for culpable behavior is
diffused, thereby obscuring the link between conduct and its consequences. Responsibility can be
diffused in several ways, for example, by the division of labor.

-Collective actions is still another diffusion expedient for weakening self restraints.

-Additional ways of weakening self-deterring reactions operate through disregard for or
misrepresentation of the consequences of action. When people choose to pursue activities that are
harmful to others for reasons of personal gain or social inducements, they avoid facing or minimize
the harm they cause.

-The final set of disengagement practices operates on the targets of violence acts. The strength of
self-censuring reactions to injurious conduct depends partly on how the perpetrator views the people
toward whom the harmful is directed. To perceive another person as human enhances empathetic or
vicarious reactions through perceived similarity. The joys and suffering of similar persons are more
vicariously arousing than are the joys and suffering of strangers or of persons who have been
divested of human qualities.

-Self-sanctions against cruel conduct can be disengaged or blunted by divesting people of human
qualities.

-Imputing blame to one’s antagonist is still another expedient that can serve self-exonerative
purposes; one’s own violent conduct can then be viewed as compelled by forcible provocation.
-The path to terrorism can be shaped by fortuitous factors as well as by the conjoint influence of
personal predilections and social inducements.

T. (2002). Prisoners of Hate. Behavior Research and Therapy, 40(3), 209-216.

Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors Abstract:The terrorist attacks in New York and
Washington, D.C. on September 11, 2001 as well as domestic terrorism in the United States and
elsewhere in the world has prompted an analysis of the psychology of the terrorist. The perpetrators
profound sense of being wronged their values undermined by foreign powers or a corrupt domestic
power structure has cried out for revolution and revenge. The fanatic ideology of the perpetrators has
provided the matrix for a progressively more malevolent representation of the oppressors: the image
of the enemy. Retribution against the Enemy in the form of mass murder of anonymous civilians
becomes an imperative. The counterpart of the image of the enemy is the idealized collective self-
image of members of the movement, faction, or cult. The group narcissism of the white supremacists
in the United States, the Aum Shinrikyo in Japan, and the Islamic extremists enhance their collective
self-image as pure, righteous, and united. While the foot soldiers, as in any war, gain glory through
martyrdom, the instigators and leaders have their own personal narcissistic goals (power and
prestige) and plan. For the extremist Islamists the ultimate goal has been overthrow of the moderate
Islamic governments; for the domestic terrorists, destabilization of the national government and
reinstitution of the traditional values.

-What then is the psychology of the terrorist? It is crucial to understand that their ideclogy
concentrates their thinking and controls their actions.

-Driving violent acts of this type is the perpetrators’ view of the victim: the image of the Enemy.
-Islamic radicals who become obsessed with these polarized images are prime candidates for
recruitment for assignments of assault on the enemy.

-They have demonized their antagonists and dehumanized its people.

-The thinking of the terrorist evidently shows the same kind of cognitive distortions observed in
others who engage in violent acts, either solely as individuals or as members of a group. These
include overgeneralization that is, the supposed sins of the Enemy may spread to encompass the
entire population. Also, they show dichotomous thinking a people are either totally good or totally
bad. Finally, they demonstrate tunnel vision once they are engaged in their holy mission (e.g., jihad),
their thinking, and consequently their actions, focuses exclusively on the destruction of the target.
-The perspective of the psychology of the terrorist needs to be extended to the polarized thinking of
the militant fundamentalist groups that are the breeding grounds of the terrorists.

-The cognitive approach to “hot” violence (that is associated with anger) is based on two premises.
First, people are people whether they are operating individually or in groups. Secondly, the violently
hostile person has strong negative biases toward the victim: the greater the degree of bias and degree




of distortion, the stronger the affect.

-The most widely recognized theory that addresses the roots of all forms of violence is the
psychoanalytic model. Despite its influence on writers in the political science, sociology, history,
and criminology literature, this model has weak logical, theoretical, and empirical foundations.

-The enemy that we see, according to Freud, is simply a rejected image of our own inner nature.

In contrast to the psychoanalytic model, | propose a generic cognitive model that is more
parsimonious and which has been empirically supported in studies of individuals. When we perceive
ourselves or our group as threatened (often by a stigmatized minority), our internal representation of
ourselves is usually of goodness and that of other people with whom we are in conflict with badness.
-Over time our view of the other person or group progresses from opponent to antagonist to Enemy.
We see the enemy as dangerous, needing to be isolated, punished, or eliminated.

-The second theme in personal or group violence is the sense of revulsion certain individuals
experience when they perceive other individuals or groups as immoral, corrupt, subverting their
basic values.

-A third component in violence is the reaction to the harm that people believe they have sustained.
-We all know that not everybody who is angered punches an antagonist in the mouth or shoots up a
restaurant. No matter how strong, the urge is subject to restraints. These inhibitions operate
automatically and effectively unless they are attenuated by the assailant’s permissive beliefs or
ideology.

-Group narcissism is accentuated by ideologies and increases the willingness to resort to violence to
resolve grievances.

14. Becker, J. (1977). Hitler's Children: The Story of the Baader-Meinhof Terrorist Gang. Philadelphia: J.B.
Lippincott.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This is an early biography of the Baader-Meinhof Gang.
Although there is discussion of the individuals involved (and this was written before some of the key
players killed themselves | prison), the focus is on the ideology (implicitly) and actions (explicitly)
of the collective group. It is one of the most comprehensive and well-researched English
biographical works on the organization, and Becker does not portray herself as an apologist of any
kind for the group or its tactics. Beyond the essence of insights gained from a review of one’s
personal history, however, there is little in the ways of psychological analysis or elucidation of
principles

15. Bell, J. B. (1982). Psychology of Leaders of Terrorist Groups. International Journal of Group Tensions, 12,
84-104.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This is a transcript of a conference session from the international
organization for the study of group tensions (1981). The speaker is suppose to provide an overview
on "psychology of leaders of terrorist groups". Although he reportedly spent his career talking to
terrorists and "fanatics”, but begins with the premise that "nobody knows what a terrorist is, much
less a terrorist leader.” States that the organizational chart of most revolutionary organizations looks
like a Jackson Pollack Painting. Provides some anecdotes about "people who hold power and
influence™ in there organizations. They have very deep and very narrow political beliefs have tunnel
vision that armed struggle is only option. Some discussion with other attendees. Despite a promising
title this article offers very little substantive information on the topic.

16. Benjamin, J. (2002). Terror and guilt: Beyond them and us. Psychoanalytic Dialogues, 12(3 ), 473-484.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Personal reflection of an NYC psychoanalyst on guilt
experienced in the wake of 9/11 and subsequent US actions.
-Recommends moving relations with people form other countries away from US-"Them” orientation
to "we" orientation

17. Benson, M., Evans, M., & Simon, R. (1982). Women as political terrorists. Research in Law, Deviance, and
Social Control, 4, 121-130.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: This paper examines the roles women perform as terrorist and
political criminals, using as much data as we could locate from a variety of countries and historical
periods.




-1f the women's liberation movement has brought about an increase in the participation of women in
radical and terrorist groups, then one would expect that prior to the women's liberation movement
the role of women in radical political protests would be much less noticeable. Historical evidence,
however, does not support this conjecture. Not only is the active participation of women in
revolutionary movements commonplace, women in revolutionary movements have not limited their
participation to supportive, housekeeping roles.

-During the reign of Alexander Il women were founders and leaders of many revolutionary groups
and were regarded by some men as the driving force of the revolution. Consider for example the
leadership role played by Alexandra Kollontai in the Bolshevik revolution.

-Historically women have also been active in revolutionary movements in Latin America. Jaquette
claims that female revolutionaries can be traced back at least as far as Cecilia Tupac Amaro, who in
1780, led an Indian revolt against the Spanish.

-A study conducted by the U.S Department of the Army of insurgent movements in the Far East
reported that about one-third of all guerrillas captured in Korea in 1951 were women. Five to 15
percent of the Min Yeun (the underground army of insurgent movement) in Malaya were women.
-According to McClure women constitute one-fifth to one-third of the participants in terrorist
organizations in Germany and Japan.

-What kinds of women become terrorists? Biographies, diaries and police reports reveal that they are
typically well educated and are drawn from the middle or upper classes. The average Japanese is just
under 30. We see that age distribution of women is more uniform than that of men which is highly
concentrated in the ages of 18-40. Why are there proportionally more girls (26%) than boys (5%)
under the age of 17? Why are there proportionally more women (24%) than men (14%) over the of
40? One might make a plausible argument that young girls are socially invisible and hence make
choice recruits for insurgent movements. The greater proportion of women over age of 40 shows
that once a women joins a revolutionary group, she stays. Alternatively it may be that male
guerrillas are more likely than their female counterparts to experience combat. There is a good deal
of disagreement about whether the division of labor by gender is traditional or egalitarian in terrorist
groups. Jaquette for example, notes that female revolutionaries are often wives or lovers of male
revolutionaries.

-Contemporary terrorist groups can be divided into two categories; idealists and nationalists. In
idealists groups, there seems to be little, if any division of labor by sex. By contrast, nationalist
terrorist and revolutionary groups such as the IRA and FLN are more stable and have drawn more
people to their causes.

-Fanon's study of the Algerian revolution demonstrates how women's roles in revolutionary groups
may change as the position of the group vis-f-vis its enemies changes. It also illustrates our
contention that revolutionary theory and practice can lead to a breakdown in traditional female roles,
rather than a breakdown in roles leading to terrorist activity.

-Accounts of women's and men's activities in the FLN and the IRA suggest that nationalist
movements tend to have a more rigid division of labor between men and women than do idealist
revolutionary movements. In nationalist movements women are more likely to act as couriers, spies
and occasionally saboteurs.

-In sum the evidence that we have marshaled suggest that women's terrorist activities are not a "'side
effect” of the women’s liberation movement

-More substantial evidence suggests that the division of labor by sex tends to be fairly rigid in
nationalistic movements but very flexible, or even nonexistent, in idealistic terrorist movements.

18. Billig, O. (1985). The lawyer terrorist and his comrades. Political Psychology, 6, 29-46.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors Abstract: Horst Mahler, a young lawyer who had fled
to West Berlin, was the co-founder of the Red Army Fraction. While imprisoned for committing acts
of terror, he and other leading terrorist directed raids and kidnappings against the “system.” His
published interviews and “cell circulars” provide important insights into the multicasual factors in
the making of a terrorist: (1) Apprehensions over the profound progress of scientific and
technological progress exploited by the capitalist system, (2) Blame directed toward the father’s
generation for the horrors of the Hitler system and complicity with the expansionistic United States,
(3) Inability to identify with an adequate father figure which led to anti-authoritarian stance and
overcompensation when the terrorists exercised their own ruthless authority. Enclosure in the




underground reinforced hostility. The psychological mechanisms cause by withdrawal from society
fostered commission of dehumanized acts.

-Modern German terrorism had its beginnings in 1968 when two department stores in Frankfurt were
set ablaze.

-One of the arsonists (Andreas Baader) was defended by Horst Mahler, a young lawyer who gained
respect among young radicals for having sued a German University that had discriminated against a
student for political reasons. Mahler carried the case to the European Commission on Human Rights
and won.

-Not Satisfied with fighting legal battles in court, Mahler had been an active participant in street
demonstrations in Germany during the middle of the 1960’s and a few years later became one of the
founders of Germany’s most notorious terrorist group, the Red Army Faction.

-His radical political views may have been rooted as much in his personal life as in the tempestuous
political scene in Berlin during the 1960s. Mabhler’s father, a dentist in Hitler’s Germany, was a
committed Nazi party member.

-He was arrested for participating in acts of damaging property.

-Deprived of his professional standing, Mahler became even more deeply involved in serious
violations of the law. He turned toward the ultimate authoritarianism that he detested in others,
when he began to take a leading role in the riotous political world of the late 1960s.

-In May of 1970, Mahler conspired with Ulrike Meinhof to free Andreas Baader.

-Mahler escaped to Jordan with some of his companions, using forged passports. There they took
guerrilla training in PLO camp. The 2-month training period was physically hard for the European
intellectuals.

-With their knowledge of guerrilla tactics, Mahler and Meinhof joined together to fight what they
perceived to be the authoritarian abuses of the German state.

-Under the leadership of Mahler and Meinhof the Red Army Faction planned attacks on army
installations to steal weapons.

-Since the fledging organization needed money to finance its terrorist activities, Mahler
masterminded three bank robberies which were synchronized to take place within 10 minutes of one
another on the morning of September 29, 1970. All three were successful, but Horst was betrayed
by a trusted friend.

-Mabhler’s short career as an active terrorist was over. He continued to work as a theoretician for the
RAF while in prison, but not for long.

-Other members of the RAF cadre who have been arrested and sent to prison did not welcome the
lawyer’s plan for riot. Unlike Meinhof, who had become one of Mahler’s most severe critics,
considered the plan to be a “selfish fit of rage.”

-When the protests against isolation proved unsuccessful the terrorists agreed collectively to use
hunger strikes as a “final weapon of the comrades who are in the clink.”

-After 2 years in prison Mahler changed his position from that of the other terrorist. He condemned
the hunger strikes as unwise attempts to achieve preferential treatment which would only deepen the
split between the terrorists and the “normals.”

-Mahler became increasingly irritated with the various protests of the RAF underground against the
prison regulation. He seemed to have been referring to the suicides of the Stammheim defendants.
-Serious disagreements had begun to develop among the terrorists about their basic strategy.

-The German magazine Der Spiegel arranged a discussion between Horst Mahler, the terrorist, and
Gerhart Baum, the German minister of the Interior, while Mahler was still in prison (Jeschke, 1980).
-Baum questioned how he (a minister) and Mabhler (the Lawyer-terrorist), both engaged in active
political lives, both of similar age, both from substantial middle class backgrounds. Both having
spent their boyhoods during the time of National Socialism, could have followed such divergent
roads. Mahler held the “immorality” of the Nazi regime responsible for his acts while the minister
was of the opinion that other factors played a role in causing acts of terrorism.

-According to Mahler’s reasoning, the state was accountable for provoking the wrath of the
extremists. The state became, “the absolute enemy ...the world’s evil, guilty of daily unending
suffering, murder and manslaughter” (Jeschke, 1980).

-Mahler gave various reasons to justify the war of destruction between the state and its people. It
occurred because those in power refused to listen to the truth.

-The former lawyer found the capitalistic system guilty of destroying civilization by abusing modern



technology and science.

-Although most of the imprisoned terrorists objected to being isolated from their comrades and
refused to have contacts with “normal” prisoners, Mahler found such associations helpful. His
“disputes with them moderated” his commitment to the terrorist cause and liberated his thinking. He
began to oppose terrorist attacks and switched to the Maoist communist camp. Mahler was
“excommunicated” from the RAF which he had founded only a few years earlier.

-The original goal of RAF had been to start a “socialist” revolution to fight humiliation of
Germany’s past and the country’s entanglement with the USA. After the jailing of members of the
Baader-Mainhof group, the emphasis shifted to freeing prisoners.

-The German terrorist movement appears to be multicasual phenomenon.

-Horst Mahler, the founder of the RAF, provides valuable insights into the making of a terrorist.
-Horst’s turning away from the extreme right was not only due to the Nazi regime’s defeat but
probably motivated by his objections to his father’s ideologies.

-The terrorists became dependent on each other for support and considered the outside world an evil
system to be eliminated.

19. Birrell, D. (1972). Relative deprivation as a factor in conflict in northern Ireland. Sociopolitical Review,
20(317-343).
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: The author uses the concept of relative deprivation (a group sees
itself at a disadvantage when it is compared to some other reference groups) to explain conflicts
between Catholics and Protestants in Northern Ireland. It argues that Catholics historically have
perceived themselves to be at a disadvantage and that this perception is supported by objective data.
Runicman's three areas of inequality are used: economic, social and political. Author suggests
relative deprivation can lead to violence in at least two ways: (1) via frustration-aggression (Gurr) or
(2) via "creative rioting" (Geschwender) rioting accompanied by stated political demands and
attempts to occupy or control an area. The author’s conclusion is that relative deprivation is a causal
factor on Northern Ireland violence and because the inequality is real, the only reasonable remedy to
violence is correcting the lack or equality.

20. Bjorgo, T. (1997). Racist and right wing violence in Scandinavia: patterns, perpetrators, and responses. Olso
Tano Aschehoughs Fonteneserie.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This book began as the author’s dissertation. It focuses on the
diversity in racist and right wing violence in Scandinavian countries (Norway, Sweden, &
Denmark), with an emphasis on violence toward immigrants. Although some anti-immigrant
violence is committed by racist gangs, much of it is done by young gangs that subscribe to no
collective ideology.
-The author describes Helmut Willams’ classification of perpetrators of racial violence: ‘ideological
activists’, ‘xenophobes’, ‘criminals’ and ‘fellow travelers’. He classifies the groups themselves as
either ‘national democrats’ (anti-immigration activists) or ‘racial revolutionaries’ (neo-Nazis). The
text provides data on trends of the relevant offenses in each country. Sweden tends to have more
Xenophobic violence. Group dynamics factor significantly into these attacks and the waves and
patterns cannot be completely explained by macro-social factors. Younger gang members
(adolescents) seem drawn to racist gangs and their anti-immigrant activity just to be part of a group.
Young adult gangs (17-25) tend to be economically deprived and blame immigrants for their plight.
What will facilitate violence with the group is prior familiarity with vandalism and violence, access
to weapons, and proximity to hated targets. At the community level, law enforcement neglect,
media publicity and a tacit anti-immigrant community sentiment also tend to breed such incidents.
The revolutionary groups are driven by the notion of war against the Zionist occupied government
and frenzied by “white power music.” In general, in racist groups racism tends to the result rather
than the cause of group affiliation. The more individuals become included and socialized within the
group (and insulated from extra-group influences), the more difficult it becomes to leave. The
author discusses the differing dynamics in Scandinavian groups adhering to “anti-Muslim” versus
“anti-Jewish” conspiracy theories. He concludes with a lucid and insightful summary of the core
values areas over which racist groups, communities, the media, etc. all vie for control: ideology and
immigration politics, identity, scarce resources, sexuality, territory, and security. An excellent work
on the phenomenon of racist violence, with insights that extend well beyond the Scandinavian




experience.

21. Bjorgo, T. (1995). Terror from the extreme right. London: Frank and Cass.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This book began as the author’s dissertation. It focuses on the
diversity in racist and right wing violence in Scandinavian countries (Norway, Sweden, &
Denmark), with an emphasis on violence toward immigrants. Although some anti-immigrant
violence is committed by racist gangs, much of it is done by young gangs that subscribe to no
collective ideology. The author describes Helmut Willams” classification of perpetrators of racial
violence: ‘ideological activists’, ‘xenophobes’, ‘criminals’ and ‘fellow travelers’. He classifies the
groups themselves as either ‘national democrats’ (anti-immigration activists) or ‘racial
revolutionaries’ (neo-Nazis). The text provides data on trends of the relevant offenses in each
country. Sweden tends to have more Xenophobic violence. Group dynamics factor significantly
into these attacks and the waves and patterns cannot be completely explained by macro-social
factors. Younger gang members (adolescents) seem drawn to racist gangs and their anti-immigrant
activity just to be part of a group. Young adult gangs (17-25) tend to be economically deprived and
blame immigrants for their plight. What will facilitate violence with the group is prior familiarity
with vandalism and violence, access to weapons, and proximity to hated targets. At the community-
level, law enforcement neglect, media publicity and a tacit anti-immigrant community sentiment also
tend to breed such incidents. The revolutionary groups are driven by the notion of war against the
Zionist Occupied Government and frenzied by “white power music.” In general, in racist groups
racism tends to the result rather than the cause of group affiliation. The more individuals become
included and socialized within the group (and insulated from extra-group influences), the more
difficult it becomes to leave. The author discusses the differing dynamics in Scandinavian groups
adhering to “anti-Muslim” versus “anti-Jewish” conspiracy theories. He concludes with a lucid and
insightful summary of the core values areas over which racist groups, communities, the media, etc.
all vie for control: ideology and immigration politics, identity, scarce resources, sexuality, territory,
and security. An excellent work on the phenomenon of racist violence, with insights that extend
well beyond the Scandinavian experience.

22. Bollinger, L. (1985). Terrorist conduct as a result of a psychological process. Psychiatry: The state of the Art
(\Vol. 6pp. 387-390). New York: Plenum.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This article presents a psychodynamic/Psychosocial model, that
essentially represents a pathway into and through terrorists groups. The three main phases are;
disposition originating in the family, primary deviance in the family system, and chances for
integration into increasingly deviant groups and subcultures. Ultimately the purpose of terrorism
becomes perpetuation of the group. Author acknowledges prospective application vs. not practical.
No real operational implications.

23. Borum, R. (2003). Understanding the terrorist mind-set . FBI Law Enforcement Bulletin, 72(7 ), 7.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: There likely is no universal method in developing extremist
ideas that justifies terroristic acts of violence.

However, four observable stages appear to frame a process of ideological development common to
many individuals and groups of diverse ideological backgrounds. This four-stage process is a model
designed as a heuristic (trial and error) to aid investigators and intelligence analysts in assessing the
behaviors, experiences, and activities of a group or individual associated with extremist ideas.
Begins by framing some unsatisfying event or condition as being unjust, blaming the injustice on a
target policy, person, or nation, and then vilifying, often demonizing, the responsible party to
facilitate justification for aggression. To begin with, an extremist individual or group identifies
some type of undesirable event or condition (“it’s not right™).

- While the nature of the condition may vary, those involved perceive the experience as “things are
not as they should be.” That is, “it’s not right.” Next, they frame the undesirable condition as an
“injustice”; that is, it does not apply to everyone (“it’s not fair”).

- Then, because injustice generally results from transgressive (wrongful) behavior, extremists hold a
person or group responsible (“it’s your fault™), identifying a potential target.

- Last, they deem the person or group responsible for the injustice as “bad” (“you’re evil”); after all,
good people would not intentionally inflict adverse conditions on others. This ascription has three




effects that help facilitate violence. First, aggression becomes more justifiable when aimed against
“bad”

people, particularly those who intentionally cause harm to others. Second, extremists describe the
responsible party as “evil”; dehumanizing a target in this regard further facilitates aggression. Third,
those suffering adverse conditions at the hands of others do not see themselves as “bad” or “evil”;
this further

identifies the responsible person or group as different from those affected and, thus, makes justifying
aggression even easier.

- Also, it is important to understand that analyzing counterterrorist intelligence requires an
understanding of behavior, not just ideology. Investigators and analysts who attempt to understand
and anticipate how a person will act in a given situation should seek to understand that individual’s
“map,” or perception, of the situation. Ideology may be a part of that, but other important dynamics
and behavioral factors may contribute as well.

24. Bourne, L. E., Healy, A. F., & Beer, F. A. (2003). Military conflict and terrorism: General psychology
informs international relations. Review of General Psychology, 7(2), 189-202.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Empirical study of college student’s hypothetical responses to
aggression from another nation state. Examined personality styles in addition to experimental
condition
-Persons higher in dominance almost always advocated for more aggressive retaliation than those
who were more submissive. A similar but less robust or reliable trend was found for greater
aggression in more conservative students than those that were more liberal
-Anticipated reactions were similar for military and terrorist attacks.
-Men and women showed similar levels of conflict in their reactions, unless a peace treaty was in
place, in which women were more forgiving and men more aggressive.
-Responses escalated in level of conflict after repeated attacks.
-Very little discussion of methods.
-Very little generalizability, given college student sample.
-Does not contribute to understanding terrorist behaviour.
-Strength of personality variables in predictory response is interesting.

25. Bowyer-Bell, J. (1998). The dynamics of the armed struggle. London: Frank Cass and Co.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: The Dynamics of the Armed Struggle is an authoritative and
provocative analysis of the nature of one of the time's most prevalent forms of political violence.
-Dr Bowyer Bell has attended wars, not seminars, in pursuit of data, insight and explanation, and has
been shot at, kidnapped, expelled and questioned from Central America to Northern Ireland: a
scholar amid terror. The text arises from his access to the underground, from time spent in the
revolutionary ecosystem and among those who kill to make a dream real. The result is a unique
analysis that transcends traditional studies of insurgency or terrorism, depicting a strange world
where the will is trusted, not tangible assets, where a galaxy of the faithful seeks to alter history.
Sometimes the will prevails over the assets of the state: the weak win because their will endures until
the centre fails.
-The structure that the faithful create, everywhere different yet everywhere the same, has not been
examined before from the inside out. The Dynamics of the Armed Struggle is both a special and a
general study of the hidden world of the gunman not as a mirror image of everyday reality amenable
to academic tools, but as perceived by a scholar with a visa into violence. The reader will no longer
find the armed struggles of our time inexplicable, merely horrible, yet emerging as cohesive means
to act on events. This book offers a compelling insight into an elusive phenomenon, a process that at
times allows the few to change the course of history.

26. Brackett, D. W. (1996). Holy terror: Armageddon in Tokyo. New York: Weatherhill.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This book provides a fairly detailed account of the evolution of
the Aum Shinri Kyo from Buddhist sect to cult and ultimately to apocalyptic terrorist group. It
covers the plan and execution of the now famous Sarin nerve gas attack on the Tokyo subway, but
also details other atrocities committed by Aum members both within the group (e.g., purification




rituals by scalding and murder of group members) and toward adversaries of the group (e.g., brutal
murder of a lawyer and his family). The author acknowledges limitations in his ability to discern
the “truth” due to often conflicting accounts and ongoing investigations that changed the official
accounts. Although Aum’s motives were somewhat peculiar, for those concerned with the prospect
of terrorists using WMD?’s, this account can be seen as a case study in acquiring materials (including
uranium in Australia) and technology (including collaboration with former Soviet scientists) and
planning for their use in an attack all from the base of a relatively secure country with a stable
government. The general “lessons” to the extent that there are any are not clearly elucidated, but
that was not the main objective of the book, which was simply to tell the story.

27. Brannan, D. W., Esler, P. F., & Strindberg, N. T. A. (2001). Talking to "terrorists": Towards an independent
analytical framework for the study of violent substate activism. Studies in Conflict & Terrorism,
24(1), 3-24.

Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors Abstract: “Terrorism Studies” as a specific discipline is
a comparatively recent addition to the social sciences and is still grappling with questions relating to
a proper or appropriate methodology. This article argues that research within the field is often based
neither on primary sources nor set within an independent analytical framework. Rather, it is
characterized by an “aligned” position dependent on a research hermeneutic of crisis management,
which perpetuates the "received view." Talking to "terrorists” and the use of social identity theory,
applied in a context of cultural difference, are here proposed as a methodology enabling independent
analysis.

-Substate activist groups engaging in, or threatening violence in order to further their goals operate
across the globe. Between them, these groups represent a wide range of political ideologies, religious
beliefs, and other intellectually, spiritually, or emotionally propelled agendas. They may be
numerically large or small, and may enjoy popular support or be the subjects of widespread loathing.
The groups and their members exhibit various degrees of volatility and stability. Operating in
different geographic, political, and cultural environments, they adopt different modi operandi and
rules of engagement. Their lowest common denominator a politically geared challenge to, and
defiance of the nation state’s monopoly on armed violence and coercion has nevertheless caused this
disparate collection of groups to be lumped together under the unified heading “terrorists.”
-Terrorism studies emerged as a subcategory within the social sciences in the early 1970s, seeking to
explain there surgence of the seemingly inexplicable. It has remained one of the main forums for the
study of political and religious substate activism since.

-Scholars within the field have sought to understand what “terrorism” is.

-The present article addresses what it sees as some of the more serious theoretical deficiencies
within terrorism studies and explores potential avenues for improvement.

-This article argues that the theoretical deficiency within the terrorism studies community is merely a
symptom of a more serious intellectual predicament.

-The present authors have termed the hermeneutic of crisis management. By this is meant an
attitudinal predisposition and framework of analysis prevalent within the terrorism studies
community that has the researcher approaching her or his research subject antagonistically, as a
threat, with a view to facilitate its defeat.

-The close collaboration of the terrorism studies community with the Western counterterrorism
agencies is mirrored by a profound reluctance to engage in dialogue with the “terrorists.”

-This article proposes that what is needed is there placement of the crisis management hermeneutic
the metastructure within which theoretical models are applied with a more constructive framework
that adequately accounts for the dynamics of group identity and belonging within a framework of
profound cultural difference. This framework, it is argued, is found in social identity theory, a
heuristic model of the way human identity develops in groups that takes seriously the critical issues
of culture and social environment.

-As a non reductionist theory of group behavior, social identity theory emphasizes the significance
of the subject’s social situation, the group member’s internally constructed social identity, and the
context in which a cohesive group consciousness is installed in the minds and hearts of the members.
-The first section of this article offers a review of terrorism studies literature. The second section
raises the issue of the hermeneutic of crisis management and two specific concerns emanating from
it. The third section contains a framework for intergroup communication as developed in other




academic fields of study.

-Terrorism literature took off in the same year as international terrorism itself, 1968, and the
accumulated output is by now vast.

-A focused survey of the scholarly output during three decades of terrorism studies indicates that the
theoretical inadequacies are longstanding and the hermeneutic of crisis management is deeply
entrenched.

-Theorizing about terrorism has always been problematic as a consequence of the diverse nature of
the groups and individuals that are categorized as "terrorist.”

-Models based on psychological concerns typically hold that “terrorist” violence is not so much a
political instrument as an end in itself; it is not contingent on rational agency but is the result of
compulsion or psychopathology. Over the years scholars of this persuasion have suggested that
“terrorists” do what they do because of (variously and among other things) self destructive urges,
fantasies of cleanliness, disturbed emotions combined with problems with authority and the self, and
inconsistent mothering.

-According to another prolific interpretative model, terrorism is based on power oriented
instrumentalism, or "strategic choice theory."

-If it seeks to attribute a certain set of abnormalities to the "terrorist mind," it lacks empirical
evidence and one must concur with Konrad Kellen in concluding that such interpretations of
terrorism, "may or may not be accurate[in particular cases, but] lack general applicability."
-Terrorism studies has remained profoundly distant from its research subject. The lack of interaction
with actual "terrorists" is evidenced by the literature, and not talking to terrorists seems to have
become established as a source of scholarly credibility.

-Instead, the field has increasingly come to rely on secondary sources.

-How is it possible to make psychoanalytical pronouncements about individuals one has never had
contact with?

-Schmid and Jongman lucidly but damningly sum up the early years of terrorism research in a 1988
stock taking of the field: There are probably few areas in the social science literature in which so
much is written on the basis of so little research. Perhaps as much as 80 percent of the literature is
not research based in any rigorous sense....

-Two recent works that understand the importance of primary encounters and make use of them are
Jessica Stern’s The Ultimate Terrorists and Jonathan Tucker’s (ed.) Toxic Terror.

-From within its own intellectual metastructure, the terrorism studies community has created a
profoundly adversarial relationship with its research subject. This seems to stem partly from the
notion that scholars are obliged to defend liberal democratic society and, thus, to combat terrorism.
-As each scholar or institution makes their definitional bid, what they are offering is nothing more
than a formal statement on who, in their opinion, should be thought of as a terrorist. The debate has
gone no where precisely because defining terrorism is an exercise in political classification.

-When the rationale of the research becomes understanding the threat rather than understanding a
social phenomenon, this influences the manner in which the subject is approached, affects the results
of the research and thus impinges upon the scope of understanding and knowledge.

-Related to the adversarial relationship with there search subject and the close relationship with
government agencies, is the bias developed through reliance on secondary source material even
where primary sources are available.

-There is one fundamental issue relevant to such understanding that is rarely mentioned in terrorism
studies and yet the virtual absence of which is an unambiguous sign of the flawed methodology
currently in vogue.

-At the most general level "culture" refers to the totality of the impact that human beings make upon
the natural environment. In this context, however, we are interested in the immaterial or social
dimensions of culture, that is, the unique collection of social roles, institutions, values, ideas, and
symbols operative in every group, which radically conditions the way in which its members see the
world and respond to its challenge.

-In every human culture there are sets of behaviors( often quite specific to that culture) that are fairly
predictable and regular and that are capable of being presented in generalized and typical patterns,
even though the unpredictability endemic to human affairs means that they do not acquire the status
of social law.

-In recent years there has been a great deal of research done to develop a taxonomy of national



cultures. Most useful for our purposes is the line of investigation begun in 1980 by Dutch social
scientist Geert Hofstede in his book Culture’s Consequences. In it, Hofstede analyzed 100,000
questionnaires by the employees of a particular multinational in fifty countries around the world. On
the basis of his results he was able to isolate a set of five variables used for characterizing national
cultures. These were(1) the respective significance of the individual and the group;(2)the differences
in social roles between men and women; (3)the manner of dealing with inequality;(4)the degree of
tolerance for the unknown; and (5)the trade off between long and short term gratification of needs.
-Subsequent work has shown that the most important of Hofstede’s variables was his allocation of
every culture to some point on a continuum from pronounced individualism at one end to strong
group orientation at the other, a continuum that does not preclude exceptions to the basic pattern. By
individualism (which is quite distinct from individuality) Hofstede means the social condition where
ties between individuals are weak ,as opposed to group orientation, and where from birth onwards
people are integrated into strong, cohesive groups that provide protection in exchange for loyalty.
Individualist cultures, like those of the U.S. and the U.K., emphasize interpersonal competition,
individual achievement, enterprise and innovativeness, and easy separation from kin and other
groups, while collective ones prefer collective achievements, close ties within group members, and a
disinclination to innovate or diverge from established ways. With group orientation being far more
common.

-Mediterranean culture that focuses on its group oriented nature as one of an ensemble of related
cultural features. Other prominent features of Mediterranean culture include the status of honor as
the pivotal social value (with its rough opposite being shame), the notion that goods (including
honor)exist only infinite quantities (so that a person can only gain more of them at the expense of
someone else), the importance of patron and client relations, and the role of purity codes in social
interactions. Early researchers in this area included J. G. Peristiany, Julian Pitt Rivers, J.K.Campbell,
and Pierre Bourdieu.

-None of this is to deny that we are here talking about culture at a fairly high level of generality,
which allows for exceptions and local variations as we move in to examine data closely. Our basic
submission is that when interacting with group oriented persons such as those from the Middle East
(and all others that perceive of themselves as substantially defined by belonging to a group, an issue
returned to later), anyone socialized in an individualistic North Atlantic culture must assume that a
very conscious and deliberate effort will be necessary to avoid misunderstanding and gross cultural
blunders.

-The preceding discussion on culture concerns the primary level of socialization, which we would
expect (to impact upon all the individuals and groups originating in particular cultural settings.
Accordingly, it is reasonable to assume that some more focused type of theory might be helpful for
investigating how groups relate to one another either within a similar culture or, indeed, across
different cultures. In other words, some framework, embedded in the context of cultural difference
articulated above, that fixes upon the specific dynamics of group processes might assist in the
analysis of substate activist groups. We have chosen social identity theory for this purpose.

-Social identity theory represents a branch of social psychology largely developed by Henri Tajfel
(and his colleagues and students)at Bristol University in England, in the 1970s and 1980s.

-Social identity theory adopts a distinctive position in relation to the continuing problem of the
relationship between the individual and the group.

-The central idea of social identity theory, on the other hand, is that being categorized as members of
certain groups provides an important part of the self concept of individuals. To an extent, we learn
who we are from the groups to which we belong. It follows that any prestige or value associated
with those groups will have implications for our feelings of self worth.

-The extent to which group membership contributes to a sense of self varies depending upon the
level of group orientation present in the ambient culture.

-Nevertheless, in describing the experience of belonging to a group it is helpful to follow Tajfelin
differentiating three components:

1.a cognitive component (i.e., in the sense of the knowledge that one belongs to a group),

2.an evaluative component (in the sense that the notion of the group or one’s membership in it may
have a positive or negative connotation),and

3.an emotional component (in the sense that the cognitive and evaluative aspects of the group and
one’s membership in it may be accompanied by emotions, such as love, hate, etc., directed towards



one’s own group and towards others that stand in certain relationships to it).

-Tajfel defines "social identity" to mean that part of an individual’s self concept that derives from his
or her knowledge of membership of a social group (or groups) together with the value and emotional
significance attached to that membership.

-With in the context of social identity theory, stereotypes are reconceived as generalizations about
people based on category membership.

-Social identity theory itself is developing a sophisticated battery of ideas for resolving intergroup
conflict. Three prominent areas (among many) are crossed categorizations (using one social
category to cancel out another), recategorization (bringing members of two categories together
under an inclusive, superordinate one), and decategorization (dissolving the problematic categories
altogether, especially by facilitating contact between members of rival groups).

28. Brockner, J., & Rubin, J. K. (1985). Entrapment in escalating conflicts: A social psychological analysis. New
York: Springer-Verlag.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This book is a technical treatise on how and why people continue
to move forward on a decision they think is stupid or at least doomed to a bad outcome. The social-
psychological term for being stuck is “entrapment.” The authors use the following formal definition
of entrapment: "a decision making process whereby individuals escalate their commitment to a
previously chosen, though failing, course of action in order to justify or ‘make good on' prior
investments.” Most of the book focuses on pure, experimental social psychological research, which
has very little relevance to counterterrorism operations. In fact, there is no discussion of terrorism,
per se, anywhere in the book. Although this text thoroughly analyzes the research on social and
nonsocial factors that effect “entrapment,” it is highly questionable whether these results would
translate into any meaningful understanding of terrorist groups. It is interesting to note, though, that
they found no compelling or even promising evidence for “entrapment prone personality.” Perhaps
of some interest are the findings in chapter seven describing psychological effects of entrapment,
including the way in which it can alter motivations and lead to a lack of attention to any “outside” or
peripheral factors. Chapters nine and ten ostensibly discuss some implications, but the applied value
for counterterrorism is rather limited. In essence, the research would suggest that if one thinks ahead
about what could happen as a result of a decision and what the downsides or “costs” may be, this
may build some resistance to entrapment.

29. Bruan De Dunayevich, J., & Puget, J. (1989). State Terrorism and Psychoanalysis. International Journal of
Mental Health, 18(2 ), 98-112.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Between 1976 and 1983, state terrorism produced a type of
violence in Argentina with specific characteristic types that contained within it death, sophisticated
cruelty and terror.
-Focuses on the victimization of victims of this oppressive state of violence.
-Describes tactics of repression used by the regime.
-A methodology of repression: Disappearance - Disappearance, employed as a method of ideological
repression, involving kidnapping, clandestine detention, and later murder of adults, adolescents, and
children of a specific social-cultural and ideological background, who may or may not have been
political militants.

30. Bruce, S. (1990). Protestant resurgence and fundamentalism . Political Quarterly, 61, 161-168.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: In this brief essay | will describe three movements which are
sometimes called ‘fundamentalist': Pentecostalism in Latin America and other parts of the Third
World, the new Christian right in American, and Paisleyism in Northern Ireland. After a brief
account of each | will offer some general and comparative observations about ‘fundamentalism'.
-There are undoubtedly political causes and consequences of the spread of Pentecostalism. Rather
than seeing the spread of Pentecostalism as a sinister right-wing plot, one should appreciate the
parallels between the social and psychological roles of Methodism in urban England in the second
half of the eighteenth century.
-To take a positive side of appeal of Pentecostalism, it offers to those people who are, as David
Martin put it, outside the downward thrust of elite power and free from the lateral ties of the organic
community, a new character.



-There is no obvious political consequences of the spread of Pentecostalism. By and large
Pentecostalists are politically quiet.

-The Christian right (NCR) was a movement of cultural defense. The early part of this century has
seen the major protestant denominations fragment with minorities rejecting the new liberal
interpretations of the Bible, ecumenism, and the socially and ethically 'progressive' spirit which
informed the denominational mainstream.

-American fundamentalists were permitted considerable autonomy (or, to put is another way,
ignored) until the fifties and sixties when liberal elites decided that race relations in the country had
to be re-structured.

-The NCR was able to generate a great deal of media attention. Money was raised to campaign for
and against policy issues and for and against candidates.

-Although the explanation for the failure of the NCR is complex, we can short-circuit it by noting
that most Americans (and that included many fundamentalists) are relatively happy with the present
separation of church and state and the maintenance of a tolerant pluralistic religious culture.

-Ulster: The Response to Ethnic Conflict -Reverend lan Paisley (whose three European Community
parliament election results show him to be easily the most popular politician in Northern Ireland)
and his Democratic Unionist Party.

-In the late fifties, lan Paisely led Irish Presbyterian dissidents, concerned about the ecumenical or
"Rome ward" trend in their church, into a schismatic 'Free Presbyterian' church.

-1t might be that Paisley is widely supported despite his religion, simply because he can be trusted
not to 'sell out'

-The solution to the apparent paradox of 'secular' Protestant support for evangelical rhetoric can be
found in the part played by evangelical Protestantism in forging and sustaining the shared identity of
the people who settled the north-east of Ireland and their descendants.

-1 am suggesting that, for Ulster Protestants, the conflict is a religious conflict, not because it is about
religious or even socio-moral issues (as it is in America), but because their religion is the core of
their shared identity.

-What is fundamentalism? The three movements briefly described have a number of features in
common. The first is that they take religion seriously. Not being relativists, they suppose that there
is truth and error and that it is important to get it right.

-What is slight misleading is another hypothetical element of generic fundamentalism: the claim that
fundamentalism is always reactive or reactionary.

31. Bruce, S. (1997). Victim selection in ethnic conflict: Motives and attitudes in Irish Republicanism. Terrorism
and Political Violence, 9(2), 56-71.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Authors Abstract: Through examination of statements made by
Irish republicans involved in the Northern Ireland conflict and of the social identities of victims of
republican violence, White has argued that the Irish Republican Army is not sectarian but that the
loyalist paramilitaries are. This response challenges both the interpretation of republican rhetoric and
the conclusions drawn from the study of victim selection.
-Taken narrowly, it is perfectly correct that in contract to loyalist paramilitaries, republicans have
concentrated on killing members of the security forces. However, the way in which the issue is
framed and parts of White’s text are potentially extremely misleading. Republican violence is
directed against a regime: loyalist violence is directed against a community. Furthermore, this
difference in targeting reflects a significant difference in motive: republicans are not sectarian, in the
sense that they do not kill Ulster Protestants because they are Protestants.
- For reasons | have given at length elsewhere we cannot, as a matter of principle, disregard the
accounts of their motives that actors themselves give, but equally well, we cannot take them at face
value, especially when their interests in presenting something other than deep and honest self-critical
reflection are so great and so obvious. The important differences start to emerge when we move
from reading the data to making inferences about the motives and attitudes that underlie the pattern
of killing. A number of observations follow. First, the nature of loyalist violence means that
incompetence inflates innocent civilian targets. My argument is as follows. Motive cannot be taken
in isolation from opportunity. Before we can infer back from events to intentions, we need to
consider the opportunities that were available to act on intentions. The pro-state terrorist has a very
difficult job finding his legitimate targets. IRA men very rarely wear uniform, do not travel in




marked cars, do not mount stationary road patrols, do not have to operate offices where they can be
found by the general public and do not have a duty to respond to request for assistance from the
public. What | meant by target size was two-fold. First, and this refers to the availability of the most
obviously legitimate targets, there have always been far more British soldiers than republican
activists. Second, the very large number of groups defined as legitimate targets because they are in
some sense close to members of the security forces means that there are a vary larger number of
legitimate targets for the anti-state terror group. My greatest objection to the form of White’s
argument is that his article rests on the distinction between the IRA killing soldiers and the UDA and
UVF killing civilians: the latter is sectarian; the former is not. In the conclusion to his analysis of
the murder statistics, White says: "The results suggest that the IRA is at war with the British and
their security forces in Northern Ireland." Here White is using “British” in the narrow sense and is
wrong. Had he used it in the wider sense to include what Gerry Adams calls ‘pro-British elements’
(that is, almost the entire Ulster Protestant population), he would have been right. | have no quarrel
with White when he notes that the IRA differs from the loyalist paramilitaries in that the largest part
of its victims have been members of the security forces while the largest part of the victims of
loyalist terror have been helpless civilians.

32. Brunet, L., & Casoni, D. (1991). Terrorism: Attack on internal objects. Melanie Klein and Object Relations,
9(1), 1-15.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors abstract: His paper is a theoretical essay concerning the
intrapsychic phenomena provoked by the knowledge of acts of terrorism. Through projective and
introjective identifications, the spectator of such acts feels compelled to rearrange the dynamics of
his internal objects and may resort to primitive defense mechanisms to face the important anxieties
which are thus aroused. This paper suggests the hypothesis that terrorist themselves experience
similar intrapsychic phenomena.
-The basis of this essay is the psychoanalytic metapsychology developed by Melanie Klein and her
successors, especially in regard to the concepts of unconscious fantasy internal world and schizo-
paranoid and depressive positions.

33. Byman, D. (1998). The logic of ethnic terrorism. Studies in Conflict and Terrorism, 21(2 ), 149-169.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors abstract: Ethnic terrorism differs considerably from
violence carried out for ideological, religious, or financial motives. Ethnic terrorists often seek to
influence their own constituencies more than the country as a whole. Ethnic terrorists frequently
seek to foster communal identity, in contrast to an identity proposed by the state. Ethnic terrorists
often target potential intermediaries, who might otherwise compromise on identity issues. A
secondary goal of the attacks is to create a climate of fear among the rival group's population.
-Ethnic terrorism creates a difficult problem for the state:conventional countermeasures may
engender broader support for an insurgency or a separatist movement even when they hamstring or
defeat a specific terrorist group.
-Ethnic terrorist are neither limited geographically nor unique to the current time period.
-Although the modus operandi of these groups is hardly new, ethnic terrorism as a phenomenon is
neglected, it is a distinct phenomenon, different from other types of terrorism.
-Ethnic terrorism differs considerably from violence committed for ideological, religious, or
financial motives. Like other terrorists, ethnic terrorists attempt to influence rival groups and hostile
governments. But unlike other terrorists, ethnic terrorist focus on forging a distinct and fostering
ethnic mobilization.
-Yet another goal of many ethnic terrorists is to create a climate of fear among rival group's
population.
-Because conventional countermeasures against terrorism may unwittingly engender broader support
for an ethnic insurgency or political movement, ethnic terrorism poses a dilemma for the state.
-To illustrate the important role of terrorist groups in ethnic conflict, this paper will examine the
experiences of the Kurds in Turkey, the Basques in Spain, Jewish radicals under the British Mandate
in Palestine, Tamils in Sri Lanka, and other ethnic struggles.
-This paper has three parts. In the first | describe ethnic terrorism and consider why it often does not
fit standard models of terrorism proposed by students of the subject. In the second | detail the
distinct agenda of ethnic terrorist, as it relates to both their ethnic community in general and to the




population as a whole. In the third part | assess potential means of countering the difficult
challenges posed by ethnic terrorists.

-Characteristics of Ethnic Terrorism:

-Ethnic terrorism can be defined as deliberate violence by a subnational ethnic group to advance its
cause. Such violence usually focuses either on the creation of a separate state or on the evaluation of
the status of one communal group over others.

-Terrorism committed by communal groups differs in motive and in nature from that committed by
leftist or utopian groups.

-Ethnic Terrorists, in contrast, usually focus on the status of a specific segment of the population, not
the population as a whole.

-Ethnic terrorism also differs from religious terrorism. Usually religious terrorists are far less
nationalistic than ethnic terrorist.

-Religious terrorist groups are also far more receptive to converts than are ethnically driven groups.
-Some groups, of course, evolve from one type to another. Hazballah, for example started as a
religious movement seeking to turn Lebanon into an Islamic state. In most recent years, however,
Hazballah has increasingly pursued communal goals. Today Hazballah primarily seeks to advance
the agenda of Lebanese Shi'a community.

-The study of ethnic terrorism suffers from several general limitations. First, scholars focus too
much on the materialist goals of political violence, ignoring its symbolic values. Secondly, ethnic
terrorism is often erroneously lumped together with other forms of terrorism such as ideological or
economic terrorism.

-Motives of terrorists are lumped together, despite the fact that the understanding of the target and
audience of terrorism is crucial to prevention. Motives vary: some groups seek a new regime, others
an ideological triumph, and yet others may yearn for their own state.

-Ethnic conflict also defies the very notion of innocent bystanders and not just in the mind of the
terrorists.

-A final and particularly pernicious analytic mistake is the exclusive focus on the rational and
material elements of violence. Many scholars who examine civil violence see it as a tool used by
groups to gain a greater share of state resources. Ethnic terrorism, however, is not simply an effort
to divide the spoils of a state.

-ldentity Creation:

-The ethnic terrorist group begins the struggle by strengthening ethnic identity.

-The identity sought usually contradicts rival identities proposed by the state and, at time, by the
dominant ethnic group. The ethnic identity not only affirms its distinct nature; it rejects other
identities that rival it politically.

-When ethnic terrorism is successful, culture becomes the stuff of politics.

-Terrorism can increase communal identity even when few members of a community consciously
support political violence. Ethnic terrorists have an advantage over other terrorists: their agenda
usually has some resonance with a preexisting, well defined group of people. Thus, their own acts
are often considered retaliation or rebellion against repression rather than acts of random violence.
-Even more beneficial to identity creation than terrorist violence, however, is the state response to
violence.

-A harsh state response is particularly effective in creating a separate identity.

-When repression comes from a rival population, ethnic identity is particularly likely to become
defined in opposition to both the state and rival communities. This change can lead to a stronger,
more distinct identity among nonmilitants as well as greater support for an insurgency or terrorist
group.

-Without violence, it is hard to attract attention among one's own group.

-Ethnic Terrorism as a Defensive Phenomenon:

-Perceived discrimination along economic, political, or cultural lines can trigger tremendous
resentment and cause ethnic terrorism.

-Like all unnecessary murder, terrorism requires a rationalization. Yet the rationalization for ethnic
terrorism is often grounded in reality.

-Ethnic terrorism is not necessarily limited to downtrodden groups.

-Group Maintenance:

-Once an identity exists, it must be mobilized. It is not enough for an individual to feel loyal to an



ethnic group: he or she must also support the identity against rival claims. Thus, in order to become
politically effective it must organize.

-Almost every ethnic terrorist group actively raises funds among its own people.

-By calling attention to a group and its cause, terrorist acts fulfill another organizational goal:
recruitment into the movement. Radical groups commonly vie for the same members, particularly
young disaffected males.

-At times group maintenance becomes the primary goal of an ethnic terrorist group, subsuming even
its identity-strengthening agendas.

-Impact of Rival Populations:

-Ethnic terrorism creates fear among political victims. Fear serves two purposes. First, it silences
talk of compromise and accommaodations by discrediting the political system and the mediation
process. Second, it stimulates immigration and population transfers.

-Ethnic violence can also undermine an incipient democracy, which might otherwise bring
multiethnic societies together.

Terrorist Groups, Insurgencies, and Popular Movements:

-Nonviolent mainstream groups have an ambivalent relationship with terrorist organizations.
-Mainstream ethnic movements often capitalize on terrorist violence.

-Clever moderate leaders can capitalize on extremist pressure even as they denounce extremist
activities.

-The climate of fear by terrorist is particularly important for ethnic insurgencies. Even when a
population does not support an insurgent group's cause, fear of terrorist violence can lead
individuals to cooperate.

-Political movements can also act as fonts for terrorist groups.

-The International Aspect of Ethnic Terrorism:

-1f the focus of ethnic terrorism is on local issues and identities, why might an ethnic terrorist group
strike an international target such as the United States? Terrorists often justify such strikes as
punishment for foreign support of their rivals.

-Tremendous publicity is generated for the group that commits an act of international terrorism.

-A second attraction of international targets is that they force a state response.

-More often than not, successful ethnic terrorist groups receive some form of aid from outside
powers or Diaspora communities.

-The usual tried-and-tested means of countering terrorism are often not effective in fighting ethnic
terrorism. Particularly futile is the use of moral outage. Statements declaring ethnic terrorists to be
outlaws and other such legal and rhetorical tools do not work.

-The ideal way to counter ethnic terrorism is through "in group" policing in which the ethnic group
as a whole identifies, ostracizes, and suppresses radicals.

-Thus authorities should encourage groups to police themselves. Such self-monitoring is far more
effective and causes less resentment in the community as a whole.

-A first step toward encouraging "in group" policing is to recognize and protect the forces of
moderation..

-In general, crackdown against terrorists should steer on the side of caution with regard to moderate
political activists.

-In addition to "in group" policing, governments might consider fostering an identity that competes
with that promoted by the terrorists.

-Policymakers and analysts alike must recognize that ethnic terrorism often differs considerably
from other types of terrorism. Ethnic terrorism has its own goals-and its own vulnerabilities-that
analysts should recognize when examining how to cope with this problem.

-One key is the relationship that a government has with a mainstream ethnic opposition movement.
-States should try to improve a mainstream movement's desire to police radicals in its own
community.

-By giving moderate forces more influence, the state can often drive a wedge between moderates and
radicals.

-Indeed, one danger governments must avoid is being too successful against moderate ethnic
opposition movements.

-Governments with resistive ethnic groups often must choose between stopping terrorist violence or
preventing ethnic governments from achieving their particular goals.



-Recognition of the thorny issues that surround ethnic terrorism is a first step toward solving its
many problems.

34. Cairns, E. (1987). Intergroup conflict in Northern Ireland. H. Tajfel (Ed), Social identity and intergroup
relations (pp. 277-298). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Or as Mccann (1974) puts it, rather more succinctly: "There is
more to Irish politics than economics and reason": there remain instead what Darby (1976) has
labeled 'the unreal problems'.
-This distinction between interpersonal and intergroup explanations of prejudice and discrimination
is no mere academic point; it has important consequences.
-As Hogan and Emler (1978) have stated, the attempt to locate prejudice within the individual has
encouraged for too long a search for solutions at this level and thus it distracted attention from the
root causes of prejudice of which the individual expression is but a symptom.
-This chapter will therefore attempt to provide a social analysis of the conflict in Northern Ireland,
structured in terms of Tajfel's (1978b) approach to intergroup relations. Tajfel's theory suggests that
we tend to structure our social environments in terms of groupings of persons, or social categories,
thus simplifying the world we live in. These categories are to some extent based upon our own
experiences but also largely determined by our society. Our knowledge of own membership of
various of social categories is defined as our social identity and forms an important part of our self-
concept. To enhance our social identity, we tend to behave in ways that make our own group
acquire positive distinctiveness in comparison to other groups. If this is not possible we may seek to
change our group membership; or if this is not possible, we may attempt a redefinition of the
existing social situation so as to achieve a more positive social identity.
-Social categorization may be defined as "the ordering of the social environment in terms of social
categories, that is of groupings of persons in a manner which is meaningful to the subject"; (Tajfel,
1974).
-Social categorization is of course recognized as a fundamental process common to all people in all
societies, which enables them to systematize and simplify their environment.
-This construction of ethnicity leads to the assumption of two important conditions necessary for
social categorization to assume important proportions. The first of these is that the division of the
social world is made along lines which produce two clearly distinct and non overlapping categories
and the second is that there exists a serious difficulty, if not impossibility, of passing from one group
to another. Given these two circumstances, then, Tajfel has hypothesized that behavior will be
determined not in terms of self but rather in terms of group, thus bringing into play the process of
social comparison, social psychological differentiation and social identity.
-One of the considerations on which Tajfel's theory is based is that a major task for the individual is
to find, create and define his place in the existing networks. That is, the individual will strive to
develop a social identity, based on the knowledge that he belongs to certain social groups and not
others and this will form a part of his view of himself or become, as Epstein states, an extension of
the self.
-Where the dynamic nature of Tajfel's conceptions of social identity really comes into its own is
when one considers the direction of the evaluation of social identity. He hypothesized that
individuals will try to find and maintain a positive social identity. This social identity is always
achieved, Tajfel's theory suggests, in contradistinction to an out-group, that is, through the process of
social comparison.
-As Tajfel points out, a completely secure social identity is hardly ever possible, as even the most
consensually superior groups must work at maintaining their positive social identity by making
social comparisons and maintaining their social psychological distinctiveness.
-In the case of a superior group, Tajfel has suggested that a threat to its position may be perceived
either because its superiority is perceived to be under attack or because group members are in
conflict regarding that basis of the group's superiority, for example, if it is seen as being based upon
some form of injustice.
-For the inferior group with an insecure social identity, three basic options are open, according to
Tajfel. They may attempt to redefine the attributes which contribute to the existing negative social
comparison for example black is beautiful. Or they may attempt to create, through social action, new
group characteristics which have a positively valued distinctiveness from the superior groups. The




third option involves becoming ‘through action and reinterpretation of group characteristics more
like the superior group'

-Implicit in Tajfel's theory is the idea that an inferior group will inevitably possess a negative social
identity at some time. As he notes, there is fairly abundant evidence from many parts of the world
that members of underprivileged groups emerge quite often in in-group devaluation or denigration
and consequently show signs of out group favoritism.

-Observers during the more recent past appear to have concluded that the Catholics in Northern
Ireland do in fact possess a positive social identity.

-Tajfel has pointed out that an important consequence of social competition may be that the so-called
inferior group, while wishing to retain its own identity, at the same time wishes to become; more like
the majority in their opportunities of achieving goals and marks of respect which are generally
valued by the society at large.

-Northern Ireland watchers appear to have been in little doubt for some time that the protestant
community has enjoyed a positive social identity.

35. Cairns, E. (1966). Social identity and intergroup conflict: A developmental perspective . J. Harbinson (Ed),
Growing up on Northern Ireland (pp. 115-130). Belfast: Stranmillis College.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: It is the aim of this chapter to show that the conflict in Northern
Ireland is based on entirely rational processes which are at work in every society but which take on a
special significance because of the historical context of the conflict in Northern Ireland. This
chapter will do this by adopting a social psychological approach based on a theory known as Social
Identity theory (Tajfel, 1981). This theory suggests that we tend to simplify our social environment
by forming groupings of persons (social categories). Certain aspects of our self- concept are then
based on our social group or category membership (social identity). A basic assumption of the
theory is that people are motivated to enhance their self-concept and, to do this, will thus seek a
positive social identity. Further, as acquiring a positive social identity means that our own group
must be favorably different from relevant comparison groups, we either leave groups that do not
fulfill this requirement to strive to make the groups to which we belong “positively distinct” (Turner,
1987).
- Northern Irish people claim to be able to use various cues to determine other people’s religious
group membership.
- What is important, as Burton (1979) has pointed out is that this phenomenon, “telling’ he calls it,
reveals the importance attached to this activity in Northern Ireland.
- The five most commonly mentioned cues were the area where a person lives, the school they
attended, their name, their appearance and the way they spoke.
- Cairns (1980) also reported that people in Northern Ireland claim to be able to tell whether a person
is a Catholic or a Protestant by looking at the person’s face.
-The psychological significance of ‘telling’ therefore largely passed unnoticed until the development
of a new social psychological theory on intergroup conflict, Social Identity theory (Tajfel, 1981)
- This theory to Social Identity theory social categorization is a process which is at work in every
society and is a process which is used to make life simple by reducing the multiplicity of social
stimuli we are faced with in everyday life to a smaller more manageable number of social categories.
- An important consequence of the process of social categorization, the theory suggests, is that we
not only divide our social world into groups or categories but we inevitably see ourselves as
belonging to certain of these social categories but not others.
- There is in fact abundant evidence that adults in Northern Ireland will readily admit to membership
of one or other of the two groups. As children learn about the division of Northern Irish society into
two major groups, they are at the same time learning which of these groups they belong to.
- Cairns (1982), who reviewed evidence based on observations by social anthropologists, historians,
and other social scientists, has concluded that both groups in Northern Ireland, Catholics and
Protestants, appear to possess ‘relatively positive social identities’.
- Weinreich (1982) ‘Identity conflicts’ he defined as those conflicts which emerged when an
individual empathically identifies with another and yet at the same time wishes to disassociate him
or herself from certain of the other person’s characteristics. He reported that, compared to his
Protestant respondents, the young Catholics who took part in his study showed more evidence of
‘identity conflicts’ with their own group.




- Weinreich (1982) has made the interesting point that his results suggest that both Catholic and
Protestant adolescents reveal identity conflicts with the other group. What this amounts to,
Weinreich suggests, is in fact a ‘pressure to disassociate’ from the other group which in turn results
in a tendency to exaggerate differences between the groups. This is of course exactly what Tajfel’s
theory predicts will happen in any intergroup conflict.

36. Casoni, D., & Brunet, L. (2002). The psychodynamics of terrorism. Canadian Journal of Psychoanalysis,
10(1), 5-24.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: “One has, | think, to reckon with the fact that there are present
in all men destructive, and therefore anti-social and anti-cultural, trends and that in a great number of
people these are strong enough to determine their behaviour in human society.”
Sigmund Freud (1927, p.7)
-The basic idea that will be developed in this essay is that a symbolic equation is unconsciously
made between acts of destruction that occur in reality and fantasized threats of internal destruction.
Indeed, feelings of distress and despair are evoked not only because a destruction of symbols is
carried out in real life that which provokes an intolerable sense of insecurity but also because, on an
intrapsychic level, the very existence within us of good internal objects with which to identify is
threatened.
-Theoretically, when facing such a dilemma, two psychological solutions can be sought. One
consists in efforts to repair the good internal objects, thus sustaining their internal characteristics,
and the view of life associated with the depressive position. The second solution sets in motion a
regressive pull to the schizo-paranoid position. Splitting, and a defensive use of projective
identification are thus resorted to in order to protect oneself, and one’s internal objects, from attack.
-Thus, many people are tempted by revenge since the illusion, entertained by the ego, that by Killing
external persecutory objects it will be freed, once and for all, of destructive impulses, and bad part-
objects constitutes a powerful motivation.
-Many psychoanalytical authors have already observed how resorting to hostility, and revenge often
aim at averting depressive anxieties. Horney (1948) postulated that the wish for revenge contributes
to a feeling of self-protection against hostility coming from the "outside" as well as from the
"inside". From her point of view, the desire for revenge is also used to suppress feelings of
hopelessness.
-The necessity to expel good internal objects is inevitably accompanied by very strong feelings of
envy, as the external world is then seen as possessing all the good and desirable objects; the terrorist,
again identified with the victim, feeling himself deprived of all sources of goodness, and of all
possibilities of libidinal satisfaction.
-There is no doubt that many pathways may lead to destructive acts towards innocent victims, and
that religious fanatism when it is supported by particular group dynamics can cause great harm
(Casoni, 2000).

37. Cassimatis, E. G. (2002). Terrorism, our world and our way of life. Journal of the American Academy of
Psychoanalysis, 30(4), 531-543.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Begins with personal reflection on 9/11 argues Psychoanalysis
has many concepts useful to understanding terrorism (e.g. death instinct, paranoid position,
malviolent, transformation parental empathtic features) but does not expand or apply them in any
detail.
-Provides examples from literature and philosophy.
-No practical value or insight offer operational personnel.

38. Cerutti, D. T. (1989). Discrimination theory or rule governed behavior. Journal of the Experimental Analysis
of Behavior, 51(2), 259-276.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors Abstract: In rule-governed behavior, previously
established elementary discriminations are combined in complex instructions and thus result in
complex behavior. Discriminative combining and recombining of responses produce behavior with
characteristics differing from those of behavior that is established through the effects of its direct
consequences. For example, responding in instructed discrimination may be occasioned by




discriminative stimuli that are temporarily and situationally removed from the circumstances under
which the discrimination is instructed. The present account illustrates properties of rule-governed
behavior with examples from research in instructional control and imitation learning. Units of
instructed behavior, circumstances controlling compliance with instructions, and rule governed
problem solving are considered.

-In contemporary analyses of human behavior, the term rule-governed behavior is used to describe
responding determined primarily by instructions; rule governed behavior is commonly distinguished
from contingency-shaped behavior that is determined primarily by its direct consequences.

39. Clark, R. (1983). Patterns in the lives of ETA members . Terrorism , 6(3), 423-54.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors Abstract: Based on 48 fairly detailed case histories,
and more limited data on 447 other individuals, this article describes significant patterns in the lives
of members of the Basque insurgent organization Euzkadi ta Askatasuna (ETA). The article
discusses the age and sex of ETA members, the socioeconomic background of the members and their
families, and their ethnic and linguistic characteristics. The article also describes life in ETA, the
radicalization of Basque youth, how new members are recruited into the organization, how they live
and what they do as members, how ETA members relate to family, friends, and loved ones, and how
they terminate their relationship to the organization. The study finds ETA members to be not the
alienated and pathologically distressed individuals who join other insurgent organizations, but rather
they are psychologically healthy persons for the most part, strongly supported by their families and
their ethnic community.
-1t seems to be fairly widely accepted among investigators of insurgent groups that their members
generally suffer from distorted or distressed personalities, if they are not in fact insane. The
prevailing view among students of political terrorism is that terrorists are, by definition, not
psychologically stable.
- Not only are insurgents different, but they are different in a pathological way. My scope is reduced
to this single case study.
- Euzkadi ta Askatasuna (ETA) the overwhelming majority of etarras are well within the range of
functioning and sane human beings. Members of ETA suffer from no greater levels of stress than
are observed across Basque society generally etarras have relationships with loved ones that are
normal to the point of being mundane. Etarras are not alienated persons; they are, on the contrary,
deeply embedded in the culture whose rights they fight to defend.
-There are several classes of etarras, including liberados, legales, enlaces, apoyos, and buzones, each
of whom has a specific role to play in the maintenance and support of the organization. Relatively
few etarras actually carry weapons and even fewer have actually carried out assassinations or bank
robberies. My data set consists of approximately 23 percent of all etarras arrested during the
eighteen-month period from January 1979 through June 1980. | use these aggregate data, together
with the case studies, to describe for the reader several important characteristics of ETA members:
the social origins of etarras (family, language, class, etc.); the process by which a young Basque is
transformed (and recruited) into an ETA member; and , finally, what life is like within ETA, and
how etarras terminate their relationships to the organization.
-ETA members tend to be in their middle to late twenties when they join the organization.
-The data on sex taken from Table 1 reflect ETA’s pronounced antipathy toward women in the
organization. Fewer than one in ten etarras from the samples were female, and the few women who
do manage to enter the organization are always found among the support or information cells. We
have few if any actual cases of women taking part in a specific armed attack.
-As far as social class is concerned, the chances are about even that a typical etarras comes from a
working class or a lower middle class background (about one-third of the sample of 81 members
comes from each class). In my review of the 81 cases cited here, | found not a single instance of an
ETA member who had come from a farming occupation or even a farming community. Despite
assertions to the contrary that one reads in the popular literature about ETA, I found very few cases
of etarras who were unemployed. Between four and five out of ten etarras were the offspring of two
Basque parents (slightly below the average for the Basque population as a whole), while about one
out of six was the son of two non-Basque parents (less then half the average for the population of the
Basque provinces generally). Also revealing is the fact that while only about eight percent of the
population of the Basque provinces is of mixed ancestry (with one Basque and one non-Basque



parent), fully forty percent of ETA’s members come from such parentage. The consequence is that
more than 80 percent of all etarras have at least one Basque parent, as compared with slightly less
than 60 percent of the provinces’ overall population.

-In a few cases, such as that of Jon Paredes Manot “Txiki,” we see the son of two non-Basque
parents completely reject his non-Basque ancestry and even change his name (from the Spanish,
Juan, to the Basque equivalent, Jon) to fit into a pro-Basque peer group. It is striking to read again
and again descriptions of the family in which the father is either deceased, missing away from home
for long periods, or just not mentioned at all in the account. The mothers of the etarras, on the other
hand, are very prominent in every story.

-Slightly less than 45 percent of these etarras come from towns where more than 40 percent of the
population speak the Basque language, Euskera; while slightly less than forty percent come from
towns where less than 20 percent speak Euskera. These figures show that ETA tends to recruit from
Basque speaking regions, since only 19.3 percent of the total population lives in towns of more than
40 percent Basque speakers, and about two-thirds of the population live in towns of less than 20
percent Basque speakers.

-About forty percent of the total population of the Basque provinces live in large cities of more than
100,000 persons, while about one-quarter of the total population lives in smaller towns of 10,000 to
50,000 inhabitants. Significantly, the distribution of etarras is exactly the reverse: about four out of
ten ETA members come from the small cities; about one out of four, from the large metropolitan
areas.

- The process by which a Basque youth is transformed into a member of ETA is a long one full of
detours and the exploration of competing alternatives. Even the actual recruiting process is a gradual
one which many potential etarras resist for months or even years before yielding to the call to join.

- So it was that future etarras first encountered the notion of discrimination and deprivation when
they emerged from the home and found themselves in a school setting where they could neither
speak nor understand the language of instruction, and were in fact punished for their inability to do
S0.

- Even young Basques who did not speak Euskera as a child still felt the impact of Spanish
government policies that suppressed not only this but other expressions of Basque ethnicity.

- As Basque youths grew and became increasingly aware of their deprivation, other factors began to
come into play, factors that would move them along little by little toward their rendezvous with
ETA. A significant number of them began as adolescents to engage in what we might term
“searching behavior.” During their teen-age years, they wandered restlessly and intensely in a
search for solutions to the crisis that afflicted them as individuals and their culture as a group.

- In all the cases for which | have data (very few, to be sure), the future ETA members tried other
options first, and turned to ETA only when their earlier searches proved futile. Nevertheless, this
searching phase of their young lives played a crucial role in the development of rebels in several
ways.

- The searching phase in the lives of future etarras assumed many different forms.

- In all this change, the family appears to have played a surprisingly minor role. In only once case of
the dozen or so which I have information was the family actually supportive of the youth’s decision
to join ETA.

- The process by which new members are recruited into the organization is a slow and gradual one,
and it is difficult if not impossible to say exactly when a young man crosses the threshold of ETA
and becomes a full-fledged member. The recruitment process typically begins when an older ETA
member approaches a young prospective member while they are with a group on an outing or a
mountain climbing expedition. The ETA member who makes this initial contact is the key to the
whole process. Throughout the recruitment phase, this person remains the contact between the
organization and the prospective member.

- Since this recruiter is a critical member of the ETA organization, they put much emphasis on
selecting etarras for recruiting duty

-The first task given to the youth during this novice phase usually consists of something like carrying
packages of pamphlets to a drop point or delivering cans of spray paint to someone else for use in
painting slogans on walls.

- As the youth demonstrates his ability to carry out challenging assignments, he also invests
considerable psychological energy in the operations of ETA, so it becomes increasingly difficult for



him to disengage from the organization.

- As far as | can tell, however, there is no formal “oathing” ceremony involved in becoming a
member.

- Young men approached to become etarras typically resist joining for a very long time before they
cast their lot with the organization. Virtually every case study reports that the young man resisted
the first invitations to join, sometimes for as long as 18 months or two years, before finally deciding
to become a member. The reasons for delay vary from case to case. Great majority of the members
of ETA continue to live at home. Being a member of ETA is time consuming, to be sure; and many
members report having little time left over for the demands of their personal lives once they join.

- There are, in general, three kinds of activities that occupy the time and energy of members of ETA.
The first involves what we might call consciousness raising. The second general type of activity
engaged in by ETA members has to do with support services for the armed comandos of the
organization. The third kind of activity undertaken by ETA members is, of course, armed assaults on
persons or property, with the intention either to kill or injure people, to kidnap them for subsequent
ransoms, or to seize money, weapons, automobiles, or other needed resources. My feeling is that
fewer than half of the ETA members actually engage in violent actions of this sort. But they are the
ones that give the organization its special insurgent character, as well as attract all the attention.

- ETA comandos were given orders to conduct armed attacks about once every eight months- About
half the attacks were conducted in the home town of members of the assault comando- For active
etarras, however, the principal source of support seems to me to be the small circle of friends, job
associates, and other ETA members who cluster together for mutual psychological support and
assistance.

-Most of the etarras about whom | have such personal data fell into one of two categories. Many had
no real lasting relationships with women-There were others, however, who solved the problem
essentially by courting and marrying women who likewise had committed themselves to
revolutionary struggle.

-That these were not especially happy men but they continued the struggle out of a combination of
factors that blends both positive and negative reinforcements. On the positive side, they received
solid support from their close friends and from their spouses (if they were married).

-They had also learned to lower their expectation. There are, however, negative forces at work that
discourage etarras from leaving the organization, no matter how depressed they may become.
-There is, simply put, a fear of reprisals- the simple fact of the matter is that men usually spend
rather brief periods of time as ETA members.

- I would estimate that the average length of time that an etarras spends as an active member of the
organization would be less than three years.- Obviously, a number of them are killed. Many,
probably the majority, are caught and sentenced to long prison terms. And of course, there are those
countless etarras in insignificant support roles who simply blend back into the environment after
they “retire” from the organization. For some young Basques, ETA is a crucial end point in their
lives, the determinative factor that gives meaning and purpose to an otherwise disorderly and rather
pointless frustration.

40. Clayton C. J., Barlow S. H., & Baliff-Spanville B. (1998). Principles of group violence with a focus on
terrorism . H. V. Hall, & L. C. Witaker (Ed), Collective violence: Effective strategies for assessing
and interviewing in fatal group and institutional aggression (pp. 277-312). CRC Press.

Call Number: Editor's Annotation: In this chapter, the authors present a compendium of
psychological principles that contribute to understanding group violence, followed by a discussion of
terrorism as an example of group violence. The authors then propose a general model of motivation
for participating in group violence and summarize the processes that contribute to the development
of such motivation.

-The Contribution of Group: Processes to Violence- Long ago, Gustave Lebon (1896) argued that
crowds of people may act as entities unto themselves, as if the whole were controlled by one
irrational mind with primitive motivations, with members of the crowd losing their individual sense
of responsibility. Festinger, Pepitone, and Newcomb (as reported in Forsyth, 1994, p. 442) coined
the term “deindividuation” to describe how individuals become “so submerged in the group that they
no longer stand out as individuals.” Zimbardo (1969) continued the research and developed a
process model that noted that lowered threshold of normally restrained behavior is brought about by




a sense of anonymity and diffusion of responsibility.

- The critical ways in which deindividuation leads to violence appear to include feelings of
anonymity and reduced responsibility, as well as internal changes that include reduced self-
awareness and perceptual disturbances.

- The other concept that should be included in this discussion is the process of groupthink (Janis,
1982, p. 552)- “a mode of thinking that people engage in when they are deeply involved in a
cohesive in-group, when the members’ striving for unanimity overrides their motivation to
realistically appraise alternative courses of action.” Groupthink reinforces and is in turn reinforced
by the shared beliefs of the group members. - Stronger group identity appears to be associated with
increased violence. In an archival study, Mullen (1986) analyzed newspaper accounts of lynch mobs
in the U.S. in the late 1800s to early 1900s. He noted that as lynchers became more numerous
relative to the victims, the lynchers became less “ self-attentive” and more deindividuated.

- Bandura (1986, 1990) posited three categories of psychosocial mechanisms that can operate to
distance people from morally based self-control: (1) moral justification; (2) minimizing, ignoring, or
misconstruing consequences; and (3) dehumanizing the objects of aggression.

- Ryan (1997) suggested that the concept of “chosenness”, particularly in the Judeo-Christian
tradition has been a driving force in the self-righteous justification of destroying or subjugating
groups seen as “not chosen”.

- Diffusion of responsibility occurs when people in a group feel less responsible for acting or making
decisions than they would if they were alone (Schwartz and Gottlieb, 1980)- Dehumanization of the
opponent enhances people’s willingness to use violence.

- Bandura (1990) made the point that empathic responses to others’ experiences depend in large part
on whether or not we view them as similar to ourselves and that empathic responses strengthen self-
sanctions against harming the object for our empathy.

- The influence of the social environment generally is more powerful than that of individual
characteristics in promoting a dehumanizing attitude. Authoritarian institutional influences are
particularly powerful.

- Long (1990) suggested it might be more useful to try to identify “ the most common characteristics
of terrorism, regardless of whether any particular one or combination of them is present in any given
case” (p.4). He listed four categories: goals, strategies, operations, and organization.

- The most prominent explanations of terrorism fall into three categories: structural, rational choice,
and psychological (Ross, 1993). Structural theories utilize the view that terrorism is caused by
environmental, political, cultural, economic, and social factors in societies; rational choice theories
explain terrorism in terms of cost/benefit analysis by the participants; and psychological theories
address individual and group dynamics in relationship to the formation of terrorist groups and the
commission of terrorist acts.

- Ross (1993) constructed a causal model based on structure. He posited three “permissive” causes:
geographical location, type of political system, and level of modernization, and seven “precipitant”
causes (listed in order from least to most important): social, cultural, and historical facilitation:
organizational split and development: presence of other forms of unrest: support: counterterrorist
organization failure: availability of weapons and explosives: and grievances. The permissive causes
act as facilitators of the precipitant causes.

- Ross (1993, p.323) agreed with Laquer (1977, p.103) that “most terrorist groups come into
existence as the ‘result of a split between the moderate and the more extreme wings of an already-
existing organization’ (e.g., political party).” Ross postulated that the more splitting that occurs
within terrorist organizations, the greater the likelihood that at least one of the splinter groups will
advocate or use terrorism.

- Ross hypothesized that the greater the amount of support, the greater the failure of counterterrorist
efforts, and, conversely, the greater the failure of counterterrorist efforts, the greater the amount of
support for terrorists. Ross suggested that the greater the availability of weapons and explosives, the
greater the incidence of terrorism.

- The last and most important precipitant cause is grievances. Ross (1993, p.326) parceled them into
seven categories: economic, ethnic, racial, legal, political, religious, and social. These grievances
can be directed against “individuals, groups, organizations, classes, races, and ethnicities, both
public and private.” Left unaddressed, serious grievances can result in the formation of social
movements or interests groups that can, under the influence of the factors mentioned above, evolve



or split into terrorist organizations.

- Terrorists learn from others’ examples as well as from their own experience.

- According to Reich (1990, p. 263), psychological explanations of terrorism have not dealt with the
enormous variety and complexity of the issue. He observed, “Even the briefest review of the
history of terrorism reveals how varied and complex a phenomenon it is, and therefore how futile it
is to attribute simple, global, and general psychological characteristics to all terrorists and all
terrorism. - Some types of background are over-represented in terrorists. Post (1990) cited evidence
from several extensive studies of terrorists’ backgrounds that indicate that many of them came from
the margins of society or were unsuccessful in their personal lives, jobs, and educations, or both. -
Tedeschi and Felson (1994) emphasized that learning from the repeated success of aggressive
behavior is a major factor in encouraging groups to engage in violence.

-Terrorists generally are not impulsive, either individually or in groups. On the other hand, they do
exhibit the propensity to take risks.

- A high proportion of terrorists appear to be stimulus seekers. They are attracted to stressful
situations and are quickly bored when inactive (Long, 1990).

- Post (1990, p.35) “The cause is not the cause. The cause, as codified in the group’s ideology,
according to this line or reasoning, becomes the rationale for acts the terrorists are driven to commit.
Indeed, the central argument of this position is that individuals become terrorists in order to join
terrorist groups and commit acts of terrorism.”

- Terrorists use coercion as a form of social influence (Tedschi and Felson, 1994). Tedschi and
Felson have identified three primary social motives for using coercion: (1) to influence others to
obtain some benefit, (2) to express grievances and establish justice, and (3) to assert or defend social
identities.

- Bandura (1990, p. 186) “The path to terrorism can be shaped by fortuitous factors as well as by the
conjoint influence of personal predilections and social inducements.”

- Although the study of terrorism is difficult and far from complete, the evidence suggests the
following general characteristics of these groups, reflecting many of the principles that apply to
group violence in general: Individual and group are influenced by their environment, including
political, cultural, historical, economic, and social factors. When deciding on a course of action,
they weigh risks/costs vs. benefits in service of obtaining desired goals or resources. They use
strategies, tactics, and operations to create an imbalance of power in the terrorists’ favor. They work
to create a strong group identity, with an “us vs. them” (in-group vs. out-group) mentality. This
fosters groupthink. Members typically are not deranged. Although there is no personality profile
that could be characterized as typical of terrorists, certain traits appear to be over-represented among
groups’ members, including risk-taking (although they are not impulsive), low self-esteem, feeling
out of control of their lives, and ascribing their failures to outside sources. Many of them come from
the margins of society, and it is not uncommon for them to have experienced significant disruption
of life during childhood. Terrorist leaders are, on the average, more hostile and narcissistic than
their followers. Leaders manipulate followers’ emotions, and utilize coercion and disengagement of
moral responses to help enable the perpetration of violence, especially on innocent people.

41. Cohen, G. (1966). Women of violence: Memoir of a young terrorist. Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press.
Call Number: Unable to Locate

42. Collins, E., & McGovern M. (1997). Killing rage. London: Granta Books.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: The principal author, Eamon Collins, is a former Intelligence
Officer with the IRA where he personally was responsible for several murders. In this book, which
is written as popular work more than a scholarly treatise, he recounts his story of involvement in the
IRA and in terrorist activities. He focuses heavily on descriptions of the culture and context
(emphasizing his personal conditions of socioeconomic deprivation) of Northern Ireland breeding a
kind of collective anger that was then used to justify violence and human atrocities. He attempts to
portray the violence and collateral disorder starkly, and not apologetically. To the extent that the
reader can rely on the author’s self-reflective insights, appraisal of social influence, and internal
narration, certain psychological lessons could potentially be inferred, although it is quite unclear
how well these experiences would generalize, even to others involved in terrorism in Northern
Ireland.



43. Colvard, K. (2002). Commentary: The psychology of terrorists. British Medical Journal , 324(7333), 359.
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45,

46.

47.

Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Terrorist groups are not usually composed of violent people, but
people who choose to use violence as a tool to what they see as a reasonable end.

- The people who choose violence are usually fairly ordinary people in extraordinary groups, and we
should look at the psychology of group processes rather than at individual psychopathology to
understand their behaviour.

- Accounts of how people become affiliated with violent groups often show more details about
friendship and courtship than political grievance.

- Violent groups are usually embedded within a network of psychological and ideological

legitimacy, which gives them both material and moral support.

Cooper, H. H. A. (1978). Psychopaths as Terrorists. Legal Medical Quarterly, 2, 253-262.

Call Number: Editor's Annotation: It would be all to easy to write that it is not necessary to be a
psychopath in order to be a terrorist. In fact, it is almost certain that it does not. Terrorism, like any
other serious undertaking, requires dedication, perseverance, and a certain selflessness. These are
the many qualities that are lacking in the psychopath.

-Allied to this flattening of the emotions in the psychopath is a lack of moral responsibility that
makes his actions peculiarly ungovernable.

Cooper, H. H. A. (1976). The terrorist and the victim . Victimology: An International Journal, 1(2), 229-239.

Call Number: Unable to Locate

Cooper, H. H. A. (1985). Voices from Troy:What are we hearing? Out thinking the terrorist: An international

challenge . Proceedings of the 10th annual symposium on the role of behavioral science physical
security Washington, DC: Defense Nuclear Agency.
Call Number: Unable to Locate

Cooper, H. H. A. (1977). What is a terrorist? A psychological perspective. Legal Medical Quarterly, 1, 16-32.

Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Shifts from question of "what is terrorism" to "what is a
terrorist?"

-Terrorists must develop justifications for their terrorist actions.

- They also must believe it is neccessary and effective.

-Terrorists are not born terrorists they become them.

-Terrorists are complex human beings and are quite diverse. They must be able to detach themselves
against the suffering of others.

-Argues that reasons we need to understand terrorists include: knowing under what circumstances
they might kill a hostage; knowing the extent to which they might put their own lives at risk in a
confrontation; know extent of capability to use new technology.

-Draws analogy between terrorists and bullies (callous and project their own pathological fears onto
others) and between terrorists and tortures.

-A somewhat dated, naive psychological description of terrorists. No research basis or theoretical
framework.

48. Cordes, B. (1987). Euro terrorist talk about themselves: A look at the literature. P. Wilkinson, & A. M.

Stewart (Eds), Contemporary research on terrorism (pp. 318-336). Aberdeen: Aberdeen University
Press.

Call Number: Editor's Annotation: By using the primary materials provided by the terrorists
themselves, i.e., memoirs, statements, interviews and communiqués much information about the
terrorist mindset and decision making can be gleaned.

- What terrorists say about themselves is often more revealing than they intend.

- The fundamental contradiction for terrorists is that while they are deliberately employing what we
in fact regard as terrorist violence, they characterize their actions as something else.

- To comprehend the terrorist mindset it is crucial to uncover the rationale, motivations and
mechanisms for such denial.

-This chapter takes a look at some of the dynamics of terrorism and proposes a simple framework for
examining the terrorists’ view of themselves and their actions.




-Part of the complexity of terrorism is the fact that it is conducted by a variety of idiosyncratic
individuals with widely divergent national and sociocultural backgrounds. Efforts to provide an
overall ‘terrorist profile” are misleading, for as Post cautions, ‘there are as nearly as many variants of
personality who become involved in terrorist pursuits as there are variants of personality’. To
mitigate the errors inherent in making overly sweeping generalizations, this study limits itself to an
examination of terrorists from a particular geographical area, with the assumption that although a
number of nationalities are represented, they probably share the concept or worldview of being
‘Western’” and 'European’. Additionally, the groups chosen share similar ideological frameworks of
the radical left.

- Modern explanations of the phenomenon of secular terrorism range from the psychological to the
sociological to the historical. From an additional perspective, however, it is useful and instructive to
listen to what the terrorists have to say. How they characterize themselves, their chosen enemy, their
actions and their goals, this provides us with a unique view. The act of choosing the targets for
terrorist violence is an important component of terrorist activity. The attacks, contrary to popular
belief, are not normally random and indiscriminate, but carefully calculated, measured and debated
as to the appropriateness and the propaganda value of the target.

- Aside from the message of violence directed against particular kinds of targets, the terrorists thus
also use written and spoken language to legitimize, rationalize and justify their actions.

- Much suggestive but inconclusive work has been done on the psychological mechanisms of
terrorism exploring the personalities and backgrounds of those drawn to political violence, and the
dynamics at play within a terrorist group.- Franco Ferracuti points out that the curious tendency of
terrorists to always invoke war as the reason for and the intentions of their actions has a particular
and not completely obvious purpose for the terrorists.

- The ‘just” war is the battle against evil, or in self-defense. Going against the prevailing system and
mores, using violence in a ‘legitimate’ fashion can provide individuals with personal satisfaction (or
frustration) far beyond the stated ‘cause’.

- Terrorist memoirs of defectors and despositions given by repentant terrorists reveal that terrorists
themselves have debated the issue of the morality of violence and just what constitutes ‘terrorism’.
Generally living underground, such individuals slowly become divorced from reality, descending
into a make-believe world where they wage Ferracuti’s ‘fantasy war’.

-The active terrorists must continually justify their actions to themselves as well as to their real and
perceived constituencies.

- Violent, extra-legal activity is justified in the minds of the terrorists by their stated conviction that
all legal processes are to no avail, since the cards are stacked against them.

- Much effort goes into characterizing the enemy. The David and Goliath theme is prevalent- there
is nobility and honour in the courage and determination of an oppressed party who dares to strike out
at the ‘oppressor’. Dehumanizing the enemy becomes automatic with practice.

- To justify acts of violence, the situation must be black and white, with little room for hesitation.
Often using the claim of conspiracy, the groups build the veil enemy, explaining here why violence
is necessary and why it is necessary now-Violent action serves multiple purposes. It is meant to
communicate, but it also serves as an example of what can be done.

- It awakens, making the people aware of the ‘inherent contradictions of the state’, and demonstrates
that resistance is possible, ‘showing in practice the real possibilities of the confrontation with the
police state in the strategy for socialism.’- Whatever the terrorists believe they will accomplish is
fairly well hidden, but the fact that they believe they are successfully moving towards this unknown
is often stated and with confidence.

- Although idiosyncratic differences emerge from group to group because of different writers,
different nationalities, and different national programmes, the basic characteristics of European
‘anarchic-ideologues’ are the same. The groups share (1) obviously, but importantly, a common use
of terrorist violence; (2) denial that they are terrorists; (3) the need to portray themselves in a
favorable light in order to attract support; (4) the need to rationalize and justify what they do; (5) the
tendency for self-criticism.

- What about ‘Euroterrorism?’ This ‘Internationalist anti-imperialist Front’ is actually what Bell has
characterized as “‘quarrelling brothers’.

49. Corrado, R. (1981). A critique of the mental disorder perspective of political terrorism . International Journal



of Law and Psychiatry, 4(3-4), 293-309.

Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Effective long-term governmental strategy in pluralist countries
will inevitably address the critical question of what motivates terrorist. The answer would be likely
to determine what, if anything, can be done to alleviate the conditions that foster terrorist
movements.

-In the proliferation of theories, two broad conflicting views emerge; one holds that terrorists are
driven by mental disorders while the other holds that terrorists are generally driven by political
idealism. Different governmental policy strategies are implied by two perspectives.

-The major focus of the article will be a critique of the mental disorder perspectives of terrorist
motivations.

-Several authors in the field have blurred the critical distinction between terrorism as a phenomenon
of insurgent violence and terrorism as a criminal act.

-Mental Disorder Perspective: According to this perspective, political terrorists engage in gratuitous
violence, which reveals psychopathological causes rather than socio-political ones. The focus will be
on those terrorists who maintain that the following mental disorders motivate political terrorists:
sociopathy or psychopathy (anti-social personality disorder); narcissism; the Freudian “thanatos”
(death-wish) instinct; and organic of physiological disorders.

-The Sociopath- The most prominent mental disorder linked to political terrorism and terrorism in
general involves the personality disorder identified either as a sociopathy or psychopathy.
According to Pearce and Cooper, political terrorists are sociopaths.

-Cooper, unlike Pearce, is aware of the contradiction between the dedication, perseverance and
selflessness required of political terrorists and the absence by definition of the same characteristics in
the sociopathy personality. Cooper does not ignore the contradiction or attempt to define it away,
but rather, he claims that sociopaths make mediocre terrorists.

-Pearce makes the following statement in reference to criminal psychopath killed in a barricade
incident: “the tattoos on his torso revealed his psychopathology”(Pearce, 1977, p.172).

-An additional concern with Pearce’s hypothesis is the difficulty in assessing the validity of his key
psychoanalytic construct superego lacunae.

-1t appears then, in the absence of any clinical observations, that the diagnostic inference of superego
lacunae is a political value assessment rather than a valid inference of sociopathy.

-A final critical concern involves the need to assess the distribution of sociopaths within terrorist
organizations and within the general population in order to determine if sociopaths predominate in
these organizations or are present in disproportionate numbers compared to the general population.
Obviously, obtaining these data is extremely unlikely.

-Narcissism is also advanced as a mental disorder explanation of political terrorism, particularly in
the form of a personality disorder. This hypothesis that contemporary Western political terrorists are
narcissists has been argued most elaborate by Christopher Lasch. While Lasch inferred from
secondary sources the importance of narcissistic personality disorder, Gustave Morf drew on
comprehensive social, behavioral and psychological profiles he obtained from hundreds of
interviews with young men to reach essentially similar inferences concerning the importance of
narcissism.

-Morf unlike Lasch, does not explicitly refer to a narcissistic personality disorder. Instead of
focusing on personality, Morf emphasizes narcissistic cultural values and the permissive structure of
Western society. Essentially rational young men adopted narcissistic values without suffering
personality disorders.

-For these theoreticians, narcissism ultimately is the causal or motivating factor of political
terrorism. Whether it is expressed through personality disorders or cultural values, the result is the
same.

-Finally, the general criticism made earlier with respect to the sociopathic personality disorder
applies to narcissistic persons. It is not evident whether the distribution of narcissistic values among
political terrorists is different than their distribution in the general public.

-The Death-Wish: Another personality characteristic that has been linked to the motivation of
political terrorist is the death-wish. The theoretical origin of this concept lies with Freud’s
introduction of the idea of “thanatos” or a death instinct to account for the unprecedented human
devastation during World War 1.

-The contemporary psychoanalytic version of the death-seeking or death confronting behavior




focuses on the depressive characteristic in the terrorist personality. According to Konrad Kellen, this
explanation reveals a terrorist who “often is a person who feels empty, anhedonic and ...as a child he
may have suffered from the triad of enuresis fire setting cruelty to animals” (Kellen, 1979, p.2).
-With regards to Cooper’s assertion that the death wish is part of the sociopathic personalities of
political terrorists, other observers disagree.

-The hypothesis that terrorists are motivated by a death-wish thus remain unsubstantiated.

-The mental disorder perspective of political terrorism clearly suffers from the absence of clinical
observations reported in a manner that compares or allows them to be compared to a general
population sample. Additionally, there is little of the cross-cultural and cross-national data
necessary to examine the relative importance of culture and personality.

-Physiological Impairments and Mental Disorders:-E. Patrick McGuire reported that Hubbard and
another psychiatrist, F. Gentry Harris, examined 80 imprisoned terrorist in 11 countries and found
that 90% of them had defective vestibular functions in the middle ear.

-What he suggest, rather is that certain personas who engage in terrorism for strictly personal or
nonpolitical reason suffer from personality disorder characteristics. These persons are identified by
Hubbard as soloists. They act alone and appear virtually incapable of undertaking the group
behavior required by political terrorists.

-Hubbard identifies two other types of terrorist types, the conspirator and the groupist . These two
types appear more likely to engage in political terrorism. The conspirator also is exhibitionistic, but
is motivated primarily by the fear of unresolved grief. The groupist in contrast, usually avoids
public identification and willing surrenders his individual ego needs to the interests of the group.
-What remains confusing in Hubbard’s work is the physiological factors that he hints are related to
terrorists: “I suspect it will be possible to determine specific chemical distinctions among and
between soloist, conspirators and Groupists during moments of their actions” (Hubbard, 1978,
P.191).

-As long a Hubbard is unwilling to provide detailed descriptions of his data and analysis procedures,
the assertion that inner ear impairments tend to produce renegade or antisocial behavior such as
terrorism appears to be conjecture.

-Rational-Idealist Perspective: -No theorist from this perspective views every political terrorist as a
rational idealist.

-Irving Goldaber (1979) divides them into idealistic protestors, ideological zealots, and terrorist
extremists.

-Paul Wilkinson is a leading proponent of the rational idealist perspective who nevertheless believes
that many Western terrorist are criminals or criminally insane.

-J. Bowyer-Bell’s view of political terrorism is more typical of the rational idealist perspective, since
he rejects the importance of both pathology and liberal democratic interpretations of revolutionary
political terrorist such as the Japanese Red Army.

-Professor Wilfried Rasch of the Institute of Forensic Psychiatry of the Free University of Berlin
examined leaders of the Baader-Meinhof Group another West German terrorist and concluded that
with one exception “nothing was found which could justify their classification as psychotics,
neurotics, fanatics or psychopaths. None of the men and women | saw could have been diagnosed as
“paranoid.” This applies particularly to the four main defendants who died in the Stuttgart prison:
Baader, Meinhof, Ensslin, and Raspr” (Rasch, 1979, p.80)

50. Cota-McKinley, A., Woody, W., & Bell P. (2001). Vengeance: Effects of gender age religious background.
Adqgaressive Behavior, 27, 343-350.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Authors Abstract: Vengeance can be commonly defined as the
infliction of harm in return for perceived injury or insult or as simply getting back at another person.
Three hundred fifty-three participants responded to eight hypothetical scenarios that may elicit
vengeful behavior in which the offending party was either a romantic partner, a friend, a coworker,
or a stranger. Participants also completed a vengeance scale and a measure of biblical literalism.
Participants were most vengeful toward coworkers and least vengeful toward romantic partners.
Age, religious conservatism, and gender were significant predictors of attitudes toward vengeance.
Although men were more likely than women to be accepting of vengeful attitudes as measured by
the vengeance scale, only age was a significant predictor of behavior in the vengeance scenarios.
The current research provides a basis for a systematic investigation of vengeance within the structure




of human relationships and interactions. Aggr. Behav. 27:343350, 2001.

-Vengeance can be commonly defined as the infliction of harm in return for perceived injury or
insult or as simply getting back at another person.

-Revenge fulfills a wide variety of goals, including righting perceived injustice, restoring the self-
worth of the vengeful individual, and deterring future injustice. Central to the concept of revenge are
perceptions of personal harm, unfairness, and injustice and the “anger, indignation, and hatred”
associated with the perceived injustice [Kim and Smith, 1993, p. 38; see also Stuckless and
Goranson, 1992]. The perceived injustice must be righted or undone, and revenge, despite social
taboo, is often seen as an acceptable means of doing so.

-Ellison [1991] found two religious variables that influenced acceptance of defensive violence to
defend the honor and safety of one’s self and one’s family. He found that hierarchical images of God
as a master and judge were associated with increased acceptance of defensive violence. “Much of
hierarchical theology stresses the themes of moral judgment and divine punishment prominent in the
Old Testament” [Ellison, 1991, p. 1233]. These views are highly correlated with the literal
acceptance of the Old and New Testaments including all of the views on revenge described
previously.

-Participants in the current study were asked to evaluate several hypothetical situations that may or
may not elicit vengeful behaviors and to rate how vengeful they would be in those situations.

-Three hundred fifty-three introductory psychology students, 118 males and 235 females, from
Colorado State University participated to fulfill a class research requirement.

-Participants also completed the Vengeance Scale [Stuckless and Goranson, 1992], for which they
used a 7-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (strongly agree) to 7 (strongly disagree) to address 20
statements regarding their attitudes toward vengeance participants completed a religious
conservatism scale [Bensko et al., 1995].

-The relationship between the offending individual and the participant was a significant predictor of
willingness to seek revenge. Participants’ willingness to seek vengeance was highest for coworkers,
followed by strangers, friends, and romantic partners, respectively. An analysis of aspects of the
various relationships sheds light on the intensity of attitudes toward acceptance of vengeance.
-Gender did not have a main effect on willingness to seek revenge in specific situations, and there
was no significant gender by relationship interaction, although a gender main effect was found in
participants’ attitudes as measured by the Vengeance Scale. Specifically, it was found that men are
more accepting of vengeful attitudes.

-And age was a significant predictor of VVengeance Scale scores.

-Biblical literalism was a significant predictor of attitudes toward vengeance; biblical literalists were
more accepting of revenge as a motivation for human behavior.

51. Crawford, C. (2003). Inside the UDA: Volunteers and violence. London: Pluto Press.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: “In my extensive professional experience the terrorist is not
someone driven by political ideology or other ‘noble” motivation, but much more usually an
ordinary person, driven beyond his or her point of tolerance by extraordinary circumstance.” This
quote from the introduction lays the groundwork for the author’s approach to understanding the
terrorist mindset. While most books on the Ireland “troubles” focus on the IRA and other separatist
factions, this one deals with the perspective of the “loyalists” (those not wanting Northern Ireland to
separate from British control).
-The Ulster Defense Association (UDA) was developed as an organizational umbrella to coordinate
the activities of numerous Protestant Defense Associations. It evolved into a rather large
paramilitary organization (50,000 member sat its peak), with hierarchical structure but problems
accessing weapons and training. Chapter Three provides a useful history of its transformation into a
paramilitary force. In the chapters that follow, he provides descriptions from each of the UDA’s four
phases of operational existence and also of the Greysteel massacre. The stories are conveyed
through detailed first-person biographical accounts, many done with incarcerated operatives. The
book does not provide general, overarching principles to frame the understanding of terrorist
behavior, but the individual accounts are rich with “data” from personal experiences.

52. Crayton, J. W. (1983). Terrorism and Psychology of the Self. L. Z. Freedman, & Y. Alexander (Eds),
Perspectives on Terrorism (pp. 33-41). Wilmington, Delaware: Scholarly Resources.




Call Number: Editor's Annotation: While acknowledging that all behavior is multiply determined,
Crayton chooses to focus here on the “psychology of narcissism” as a framework for understanding
(not excusing) terrorist behavior. He uses Kohut’s concepts to guide his argument. The two key
narcissistic dynamics are a grandiose sense of self and “idealized parental image” (I’'mina
relationship with something perfect). As others have posited, he suggests that narcissistic rage is
what prompts an aggressive response to perceived injustice. With regard to the effect of groups, he
argues that narcissistically vulnerable persons are drawn to charismatic leaders and that some groups
are held together by a shared grandiose sense of self. Not particularly innovative by contemporary
standards, nor does it have much practical, operational application.

53. Crelinsten, R. D. (1987). Terrorism as political communication: The relationship between the controller and
the controlled. P. Wilkinson, & A. M. Stewart (Eds), Contemporary research on terrorism (pp. 3-
23). Aberdeen: Aberdeen University Press.

Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This chapter takes the position that terrorism is best viewed as a
form of political communication and analyzed in the context of other political behavior and conflicts
over power and legitimacy. The author begins with an extensive critique of the limitations he sees in
terrorism research. He poses two levels of analysis: (1) terrorism as a tactic of communication to
manipulate a target audience by use and threat of violence (2) the meaning of terrorism varies
according to the legitimacy of the actor. Because terrorism is viewed as a form of communication it
must be analyzed in the context of the behavior of targets and intended audiences (using symbolic
interactions and conflict theory). Even the use of the term "terrorism" becomes a way in which the
controller stigmatizes the behavior of the controlled. The model presented seeks to integrate a
concept of terrorism that emphasizes both state and insurgent forms and accounts for the
communication and reaction of both the controller and the controlled in a conflict for power. Not a
piece with much practical, operational value.

54. Crenshaw, M. (1981). The causes of terrorism . Comparative Politics, 13(4), 379-399.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: The study of terrorism can be organized around three questions:
why terrorism occurs, how the process of terrorism works, and what its social and political effects
are. Here our objective is to outline an approach to the analysis of the causes of terrorism, based on
comparison of different cases of terrorism, in order to distinguish a common pattern of causation
from the historically unique.
-We would not wish to claim that a general explanation of the sources of terrorism is a simple task,
but it is possible to make a useful beginning by establishing a theoretical order for different types
and levels of causes. We approach terrorism as a form of political behavior resulting from the
deliberate choice of a basically rational actor, the terrorist organization.
-Not even all the individuals who share the goals of a terrorist organization agree that terrorism is the
best means. It is essential to consider the psychological variables that may encourage or inhibit
individual participation in terrorist actions. The analysis of these three levels of causation will center
first on situational variables, then on the strategy of the terrorist organization, and last on the
problem of individual participation.
-An initial obstacle to identification of propitious circumstances for terrorism is the absence of
significant empirical studies of relevant cross-national factors.
-To develop a framework for the analysis of likely settings for terrorism, we must establish
conceptual distinctions among different types of factors. First, a significant difference exists
between preconditions, factors that set the stage for terrorism over the long run, and precipitants,
specific events that immediately precede the occurrence of terrorism. Second, a further
classification divides preconditions into enabling or permissive factors, which provide opportunities
for terrorism to happen, and situations that directly inspire and motivate terrorist campaigns.
Precipitants are similar to the direct causes of terrorism.
-First, modernization produces an interrelated set of factors that is a significant permissive cause of
terrorism.
-Urbanization is part of a modern trend toward aggregation and complexity, which increases the
number of accessibile targets and methods.
-Social “facilitation” which Gurr found to be extremely powerful in bringing about civil strife in
general, is also an important factor. This concept refers to social habits and historical traditions that




sanction the use of violence against the government, making it morally and politically justifiable,
and even dictating an appropriate form, such as demonstrations, coups, or terrorism.

-Moreover, broad attitudes and beliefs that condone terrorism are communicated transnationally.
-The most salient political factor in the category of permissive causes is a government’s inability or
unwillingness to prevent terrorism.

-The first condition that can be considered a direct cause of terrorism is the existence of concrete
grievances among an identifiable subgroup of a larger population, such as an ethnic minority
discriminated against by the majority. This is not to say, however, that the existence of a dissatisfied
minority or majority is a necessary or a sufficient cause of terrorism.-The second condition that
created motivations for terrorism is the lack of opportunity for political participation.

-The last category of situational factors involves the concept of a precipitated event that immediately
precedes outbreaks of terrorism.

-The analysis of the background conditions for terrorism indicates that we must look at the terrorist
organization’s perception and interpretation of the situation.

-Significant campaigns of terrorism depend on rational political choice.

-Terrorism is often designed to disrupt and discredit the processes of government, by weakening it
administratively and impairing normal operations.

-Terrorism may also be intended to provoke a counteraction from the government, to increase
publicity for the terrorists’ cause and to demonstrate to the people that their charges against the
regime are well founded.

-In addition, terrorism may serve internal organizational functions of control, discipline, and morale
building within the terrorist group and even become an instrument of rivalry among factions in a
resistance movement.

-Weakness may result from the regime’s suppression of opposition.

-On the other hand, it is wrong to assume that where there is terrorism there is oppression.
-Terrorism is neither a automatic reaction to conditions nor a purely calculated strategy.

-The relationship between personality and politics is complex and imperfectly understood. Why
individuals engage in political violence is a complicated problem. And the question why they engage
in terrorism is still more difficult.

-No single motivation or personality can be valid for all circumstances. What limited data we have
on individual terrorists, suggests that the outstanding common characteristic of terrorists is their
normality.

-The evidence also indicates that many terrorists are activist with prior political experience in
nonviolent opposition to the state.

-The question of attitudes toward victims and justifications for terrorism are especially important
because different forms of terrorism involve various degrees of selectively in the choice of victims.
-Similar problems in analyzing the connection between attitudes and behavior are due to the fact that
there are role differentiations between leaders and followers.

-An alternative approach to analyzing the psychology of terrorism is to use a deductive method
based on what we know about terrorism as an activity, rather than an inductive method yielding
general propositions from statements of the particular.

-One of the most salient attributes of terrorist activity is that it involves significant personal danger.
-1t is perhaps even more significant that terrorism is a group activity, involving intimate relationships
among a small number of people.

-Terrorist can confide in and trust only each other.

-If there is a singular common emotion that drives the individual to become a terrorist, it is
vengeance on behalf of comrades or even the constituency the terrorist aspire to represent.

-The terrorists willingness to accept high risks may also be related to the belief that one’s death will
be avenged.

-Vengeance may be not only a function of anger but of a desire for transcendence.

-Guilt may also lead terrorist to seek punishment and danger rather than avoid it.

55. Crenshaw, M. (1992). Current research on terrorism: The Academic Perspective . Studies in Conflict and
Terrorism, 15, 1-11.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors Abstract: Most definitions of terrorism, however
divided on other points agree that it is a form of political violence. Unfortunately, this rare




unanimity has only infrequently served as a foundation for research on political terrorism, which is
typically isolated from the broader field. There are advantages to be gained from integrating
research on terrorism into the analysis of political violence. The study of terrorism, which is widely
recognized as theoretically impoverished, stands to gain in theoretical scope, precision, and
cumulativeness of findings. Situating the study of terrorism in the broader field could point analysts
toward problems of significance to a larger community of scholars. Moreover, the phenomenon of
terrorism might serve as a useful test-case for general theories of violence, which are rarely applied
to terrorism by their authors. This essay first identifies common problems for research. It turns,
next, to a discussion of the relationship between the phenomenon of terrorism and other
manifestations of political violence: of what might terrorism be considered a case? In addition,
which general theories of violence are most applicable to terrorism? Last, this assessment considers
future research directions for the field of terrorism studies.

-The concept of political violence is inherently ambiguous, and its usage can be extremely arbitrary.
The boundaries of the concept are not only unclear but often hotly contested. While the term is
usually understood to mean the use or threat of physical destruction or harm in order to affect the
authoritative allocation of values in society, some authors would not include threats in their
definition.

-Still in dispute is the question of whether the concept implies only action from below or whether it
also includes violence by the state.

-Another unresolved dilemma is whether the concept of political violence should be reserved for
destructive harm intended to influence politics, or whether the concept should include any violence
that has a political impact.

-The issue of intentionality also raises questions about the justifiability of violence and similarly of
terrorism.

-A related point of dispute involves the concept of “structural violence” to Johan Galtung, structural
violence is an asymmetrical power relationship. In any situation of inequality, the strong exercise
violence against the weak simply by virtue of being stronger. Such “silent violence” provokes
terrorism by the weak as a defensive reaction.

-Scholars in the area of political violence generally disagree as to whether their work should be
practical and prescriptive or devoted to increasing knowledge for its own sake.

-Efforts to categorize terrorism as a class or form of political violence are complicated by the fact
that violence occurs on different levels of political interaction.

-Distinguishing between subnational, national, and international levels of analysis becomes
increasingly complex.

-What made the phenomenon of terrorism noteworthy in the 1970s was its internalization.

-The claim that terrorism is not only an international phenomenon but a new form of warfare is often
made.

-However, using an analogy of terrorism as war is an over simplification that raises as many
questions as it answers.

-Terrorism is also related to collective civil violence, whether organized or spontaneous.

-The study of terrorism, like the study of other forms of political violence, tends to be
interdisciplinary.

-The concepts and theories even terms of discourse, in different fields are not necessarily
compatiable.

-Generally, theoretical investigations follow two types of changes; changes in actual patterns and
incidence of violence and changes in popular and academic interest in specific manifestations of
political violence.

-Research trends in violence and terrorism also reflect increasingly methodological sophistication.
Since the 1950s and the so-called “behavioral revolution,” the social sciences have tried to become
more scientifically rigorous.

-Another problem for quantitative analysis lies in what is counted.

-There are other paths to understanding the causes of violence and terrorism. Some researches are
interested in the psychology of the individual who turns to political violence.

-An alternative to the psychological approach, at mass or individual levels, is based on the idea that
political violence is the result of reasoned, instrumental behavior.

-Some modest explanations that appear pertinent to violence in general could be applied to terrorism



in the guise of hypotheses to be tested. 1)Violence follow lines of division evident in other
nonviolent conflicts. Violence is not extraordinary to politics. 2) Participants in political violence
are rarely deviant. 3)The likelihood of violence increases with the level of solidarity among the
participants in violence. 4)Actors usually calculate their interests before turning to violence, but
these interests are constantly changing. 5)Scholars should be attentive to the emotional side of
violence, because political violence is not exclusively instrumental.

-A number of unsolved puzzles remain for students of political violence and terrorism. These are
questions that case studies of terrorism might attempt to answer. 1)Research should focus on shifts
from nonviolent political action to terrorism and vice versa. 2)Changes in the processes or stages of
violence over time. 3)There is a need for study of the mix of instrumental and expressive or
emotional motives in specific groups that use terrorism. 4)Research on civil violence should turn to
the study of violent actors within societies rather than the analysis of conditions. There should be
more focus on the group rather than the national level of analysis. 5)Similarity, studies of conflict
resolution should situate conflict resolution processes within the political context. 6)There should be
a greater appreciation of the heterogeneity of political violence. Researchers should concentrate on
developing explanations of categories of political violence rather than general theories.
T)Researchers should analyze public perceptions of and reactions to terrorism. 8)There is a need for
more study of the consequences and outcomes of violence, especially analysis of whether violence
succeeds in attaining the goals actors set for it. 9)The interactions between governments and violent
oppositions and of adversarial extremists movements against each other should be analyzed.
-Enormously complex casual models of war or of collective violence are less useful than more
refined empirical analysis. Research on terrorism, which lends itself readily to such approaches, still
needs to be firmly anchored in larger theories of political behavior, while studies of political
violence, whether national or international, should include terrorism in their attempts at explanation.

56. Crenshaw, M. (1992). Decisions to use terrorism: Psychological constraints on instrumental reasoning.
International Social Movements Research, 4, 29-42.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Terrorism is often considered the result of a strategic choice
based on instrumental reasoning (Crenshaw 1990; DeNardo 1985)
-My Intentions is not to contest the premise that terrorism is often strategic behavior, but to describe
possible psychological barriers to purely strategic calculation in underground organizations.
Psychological factors influence both the initiation and the conduct of terrorism and may be the
source of actions that are incomprehensible if interpreted strictly as external goal oriented behavior.
-1 ask how group dynamics and collective belief systems influence the use of terrorism by making it
possible, motivating it, determining its forms, and instigating its escalation or decline.
-Groups that are close rather than open to contacts outside the group may be less likely to be
strategic in their reasoning.
-The appropriate focus of a psychological explanation is the interaction of individuals within the
group, not individual personality.
-As Albert Bandura notes "it requires conducive social conditions rather than monstrous people to
produce heinous deeds."” Jerold Post (1987, pp.25-26) also emphasizes that "once individuals join a
terrorist group individual differences disappear in the face of the powerful unifying forces of group
and organizational psychology".
-For political oppositions, the initial decision to use terrorism against the state usually requires a
transition to clandestine life in the underground. Relationships of leaders to followers in the group
may contribute to the isolation of the group from society to the growth of interdepence among the
members. Leaders usually control contacts with the outside world as well as the dissemination of
information within the group. Leaders also base their authority on the ability to manipulate
incentives for followers. These incentives are both political the ability to move the group toward
accomplishment of collective goals and psychological.
-In general the members of such organizations are not suddenly converted to terrorism but acquire
their commitment gradually, often through belonging to a group, set of friends, or family unit that
collectively turns to terrorism.
-Loyalty is primarily to the group or entity, not to abstract objectives or ideology.
-Exposure to danger increases the cohesion.
-Deviation from group standards is probably rare because of mutual interdependence, peer pressure,




sensitivity to betrayal, and security risks.

-A key role of the leadership is to develop or maintain a collective belief system that links overall
ideological orientation to the environment in which the group operates.

-The sharpest and clearest aspect of the beliefs that may be conducive to terrorism is identification
and characterization of the enemy. The enemy is portrayed as an undifferentiated and monolithic
entity.

-The self-image of the terrorist is ambivalent, even contradictory. Terrorists need to see themselves
as doing good, to justify their actions, and to maintain morale.

-Individual beliefs are likely to be stable rather than volatile. Even greater stability should
characterize collective attitudes that are constantly reinforced by group interaction.

-"True believers" are not by nature skeptical (Snow and Machalek 1982).

-1t is also possible that the resort to terrorism precedes and consequently determines beliefs. That is,
rather than acting as a result of preconceptions, people may act impulsively or unthinkingly and then
rationalize their actions.

-On a general level, members of groups may act simply to maintain a collective identity and thus
seek to keep the group alive whatever its political accomplishments.

-Dependence on the group is likely to lead members to value the approval of other members of the
group more than the achievement of long-term political goals.

-One consequence of the centrality of the group is that motives that unite its members, such as
vengeance, take precedence over instrumental calculations, which can be deeply divisive.
-Vengeance, which is motivated by a sense of injustice and of powerlessness, is based on the
principle of reciprocity. Escalation occurs because the act of retribution is never an exact match for
the original offense.

-Revenge is part of a process of using violence in order to strengthen group cohesiveness, confirm
beliefs about self and world, and maintain group morale and individual self-esteem.

-Because internal conflict threatens group cohesion and identity, leaders may try to deflect
aggression onto external targets.

-Albert Bandura explains that "People do not ordinarily engage in reprehensible conduct until they
have justified to themselves the morality of their actions, what is culpable can be made honorable
through cognitive restructuring.

-In effect the belief of terrorist actors serve as a mechanism of "moral disengagement”

-The escalation of terrorism to greater levels of destructiveness may also result from psychological
processes. Participation in group discussions leads to a heightened propensity to take risks.

-This analysis suggests that justifications for terrorism and emotional support, both provided by the
group, are critical.

-Franco Ferracuti has observed, "What happens in the mind of the terrorist who decides to abandon
terrorism is not know".

57. Crenshaw, M. (1992). How terrorists think: Psychological contributions to understanding terrorism. L.
Howard (Ed), Terrorism: Roots, impact, responses (pp. 71-80). London: Praeger.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Terrorism is always a choice among alternatives.
-Within opposition movements, both in democracies and in authoritarian regimes, there is typically
an internal debate over the use of terrorism.
-What is particularly satisfying about using terrorism? Terrorism has strategic value to its users
precisely because it violates moral, political , and legal rules. Terrorism is deliberately meant to
demonstrate the legitimacy of generally accepted standards.
-One of the strongest motivations behind terrorism is vengeance, particularly the desire to avenge
not oneself but others. Vengeance can be specific or diffuse, but it is an obsessive drive that is a
powerful motive for violence toward others, especially people thought to be responsible for
injustices.
-The perpetrators of terrorism tend to be impatient. They are frustrated with talk, denote, and
endless argument.
-Terrorism can also be a way of building self-esteem and of exercising power over other people.
-Many people who belong to these kinds of undergrounds feel a certain sense of superiority. They
consider themselves to be members of an elite, an exclusive group composed of only the people who
are willing not only to act for the masses of people but to break all the rules.




-Justifying violence is important to those who use it.

-Second part of the question of motivation concerns overcoming inhibitions. Belief systems are one
way. For example, violence is interpreted not as a choice but as an obligation.

-Once recruits enter such groups, leaders try to teach them a certain set of values and to develop
organizational routines that make violence easier to perform.

-One way to overcome guilt and avoid remorse is to continue violence, in order to prove that the
decision was right in the first place,

-In an underground group one also finds a tendency to dehumanize the enemy.

-Personality clearly matters in certain instances, but in general it is not the individual who matters
but the group. One of the strongest factors that permits people to overcome moral inhibitions is
group or peer pressure.

-Group pressure is almost irresistibly strong in a very small group that lives in concealment, pursued
by the government, and isolated society.

-The answer may lie in the fact that terrorism serves the important social psychological function of
maintaining the group. The members of the group have lost their individual identities (or may not
have had a stable sense of identity) and assumed the collective identity of the group.

-What keeps the group going may be terrorism itself, more the promise of homeland or of revolution.
-1f the group becomes inactive, frustration will build among the militant for who the attraction was
the opportunity for action. Leaders must keep the action going or lose control of their followers.
-Third question concerns why terrorism takes specific forms. It is harder for most people to kill
someone face-to-face than at a distance. Bombing is often easier in a technological sense, but it is
easier psychologically to place a bomb that will explode later.

-A psychological advantage to hostage taking is that terrorists can blame the outcome on the
government.

-We can not understand terrorism without the contributions of psychology, although this knowledge
does not provide a magic answer to dealing with terrorism. Three points should be remembered.
One is that the group performing the act of terrorism is more significant than the individual. Second,
it is important to the people who use terrorism to be able to justify what they do. The last point is
that the stated goal of terrorism may not be what the perpetrators really want.

-Understanding the psychology of terrorism, which is not unlike the psychology of other forms of
violence or extreme behavior, demystifies the phenomenon.

58. Crenshaw, M. (1990). The logic of terrorism: terrorist behaviour as a product of strategic choice. W. Reich
(Ed), Origins of terrorism: Psychologies, ldeologies, Theologies, States of mind (pp. 7-24). New
York: Cambridge University Press.

Call Number: Key Quote Summary: This chapter examines the way in which terrorism can be
understood as an expression of political strategy. It attempts to show that terrorism may follow
logical processes that can be discovered and explained. It interprets the resort to violence as a
willful choice made by an organization for political and strategic reasons, rather than as the
unintended outcome of psychological or social factors.

-One of the advantages of approaching terrorism as a collectively rational strategic choice is that it
permits the construction of a standard from which deviations can be measured.

-The wide range of terrorist activity cannot be dismissed as “irrational” and thus pathological,
unreasonable, or inexplicable.

-The central problem is to determine when extremist organizations find terrorism useful.

-The practitioners of terrorism often claim that they had no choice but terrorism, and it is indeed true
that terrorism often follows the failure of other methods.

-The existence of extremism or rebellious potential is necessary to the resort to terrorism but does
not in itself explain it, because many revolutionary and nationalist organizations have explicitly
disavowed terrorism.

-Why does an organization lack the potential to attract enough followers to change government
policy or overthrow it?

-One possibility is that the majority of the population does not share the ideological views of the
resisters. A second explanation for the weakness of the type of organization likely to turn to
terrorism lies in a failure to mobilize support. A third reason for the weakness of dissident
organizations is specific to repressive states.




-People may not support a resistance organization because they are afraid of negative sanctions from
the regime.

-In addition to small numbers, time constraints contribute to the decision to use terrorism. Terrorists
are impatient for action.

-Terrorism has so far been presented as the response by an opposition movement to an opportunity.
This approach is compatible with the findings of Harvey Waterman, who sees collective political
action as determined by the calculations of resources and opportunities. Yet other theorists- James
Q. Wilson, for example argue that political organizations originate in response to a threat to a
group’s values. Terrorism can certainly be defensive as well as opportunistic.

-An organization or a faction of an organization may choose terrorism because other methods are not
expected to work or are considered too time-consuming, given the urgency of the situation and the
government’s superior resources.

-The costs of terrorism are high. As a domestic strategy, it invariably invites a punitive government
reactions.

-Another potential cost of terrorism is loss of popular support.

-Terrorism may be unattractive because it is elitist.

-Terrorism has extremely useful agenda-setting function.

-Terrorism may be intended to create revolutionary conditions.

-A corollary advantage to terrorism in what might be called its excitational function: it inspires
resistance by example. As propaganda of the deed, terrorism demonstrates that the regime can be
challenged and that illegal opposition is possible.

-Radicals choose terrorism when they want immediate action, think that only violence can build
organizations and mobilize supporters, and accept the risks of challenging the government in a
particularly provocative way.

-Terrorism can be considered a reasonable way of pursuing extreme interests in the political arena.
It is one among the many alternatives that radical organizations can choose.

-However, no single explanation for terrorist behavior is satisfactory. Strategic calculation is only
one factor in the decision-making process leading to terrorism.

59. Crenshaw, M. (1985). An organizational political approach to the analysis of political terrorism . Orbis, 29(
3), 465-489.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors Abstract: While the overall level of terrorist activity
seems to have leveled off over the past two to three years, the terrorist threat has become
increasingly deadly. Where the majority of terrorist incidents during the 1970s were directed against
property, today’s actions increasingly target people. Trends also suggest that terrorists are becoming
more dramatic and hence less compromising in their efforts to maintain public attention. Where this
will ultimately lead is a matter of speculation, but must be a matter of concern. The contributors to
the present “ORBIS Forum” are Martha Crenshaw, Associate Professor of Government at Wesleyan
University; Daniela Salvioni and Anders Stephanson of Columbia University; and Brian M. Jenkins,
Director of the Program on Subnational Conflict and Political Violence at the Rand Corporation.
-Terrorist acts result from decisions made by individuals who are members of identifiable
organizations with distinctive characteristics. As autonomous political organizations, terrorist
groups share qualities with other organizations independent of the state. Yet other features their
reliance on violence, conspiratorial nature, and small size are distinctive. Focusing on the
organization as a determining factor in the process of terrorism can contribute to the development of
theoretical analysis and comparison of different terrorist groups. Political organizations that employ
terrorism as a strategy are similar to other voluntary organizations: (1) the group has a defined
structure and processes by which collective decisions are made; (2) members of the organization
occupy roles that are functionally differentiated; (3) there are recognized leaders in positions of
formal authority; and (4) the organization has collective goals which it pursues as a unit, with
collective responsibility claimed for its actions. Specific groups tend to have identifiable modus
operandi or standard operating procedures. There are also features that distinguish terrorist
organizations from other types of political association. The goals of such organizations usually
involve what Gamson in his study of social protest calls the “displacement of the antagonist.” Their
aims are ambitious, calling for radical change in the distribution of power in society or challenging
the legitimacy of existing political and social elites. Furthermore, these groups rely on violence to



achieve radical change. Not all groups espousing fundamental change in the structure of society and
politics wish to accomplish their aims through the forcible destruction of the existing order ot the
intimidation of its supporters.

- The extremism of their goals, their dedication to a provocative and shocking form of violence, and
their isolation from society are factors that contribute to another distinctive feature: the extremely
small size of most terrorist organizations.

- Most decisions are made in face to face discussions in autonomous combat units, rather than
handed down through an impersonalized hierarchy.

- Generalizing about the characteristics of terrorist organizations should not lead to the false
assumption that all such organizations are identical. Significant variations emerge within their
common structure.

- Being part of a larger organization can be beneficial. At the same time, the relationship between the
center and the supposedly subordinate subunit can kindle intraorganizational conflict.

- Groups lacking a social base usually possess a much simpler structure.

- There is also some indication that in the rare instance when a small terrorist organization gains a
mass base, its organizational methods, developed during a conspiratorial period, are unsuited for
mass mobilization.

- It does not always follow, however, that a terrorist organization acting on the behalf of a minority
community will automatically acquire a social base of support.

- Two models of terrorist organizational design appear to prevail. The first is a cellular structure in
which decisions are made at the top of a pyramid and communicated downward to subordinate but
compartmentalized units, with only the top echelon having any knowledge of the comprehensive
structure or the identities of leaders. The second form resembles a wheel, with a central leadership
at the hub in direct contact with the encircling units. J.K. Zawodny attributes the development of the
centrifugal structure to the extremely small size of modern terrorist organizations. He sees it as
more flexible, interactive, and innovative than the cumbersome pyramidal structure. Decentralization
is not new. The most extreme example of decentralization is anarchist terrorism in nineteenth
century Europe and the United States. Like the Red Cells, each small subgroup acted independently,
for the most part, in what they perceived as the common interest of the collectivity. The degree of
“underground” that characterizes terrorist organizations is also qualified.

- The isolation of the professional terrorist group also increases group solidarity and can lead to
conflicts with a central leadership in an extended organizational structure.

-Most explanations of terrorist activity focus on the ideological goals of terrorists, and terrorist
organizations are frequently classified along this dimension as, variously, revolutionary, anarchist,
nationalist, separatist, or neo-Fascist.

-The psychological approach considers terrorism to be expressive rather than instrumental poltical
behavior. Terrorists are seen as people acting out their emotions, not rational calculators. Yet there
is no single common motivation for terrorism; the group translates individual motivation into
political action.

- Nevertheless, Waterman in a study of collective political activity, rejects an organizational focus as
too narrow and prefers instead to concentrate on the resources and opportunities available to the
government’s opponents.

- Focusing on organizational processes offers a way of integrating the variables of ideology,
individual motivation, and social conditions into explanations of how terrorist campaigns get started
and of why they continue despite the deployment of the government’s superior powers of coercion
against them. Organizational effectiveness also determines the outcomes of terrorist campaigns
against governments. The critical question is how an organization’s leaders view resources,
opportunities, and threats, and how they decide to react. The following analysis is a tentative,
explanatory examination of how organizational consideration may effect terrorist behavior and
outcomes.- An organizational approach assumes that members may be attracted to terrorist
organizations as much for nonpolitical as for political ends. Incentives to join can include
comradeship, social status, excitement, or material reward. The longer a terrorist organization exists,
the more likely that group solidarity will replace political purpose as the dominant incentive for
members. Leaders of terrorist organizations struggle to prevent the dissolution or destruction of the
group through individual defections or destructive factionalism as much as to protect it from
government persecution. Such discord is often the source of new groups, as dissident members



splinter off from the main organization. Other terrorist organizations are formed as extremist
factions of broader social movements that renounce violence but support the same political goals.
These organizational factors are especially useful in explaining how terrorist behavior can become
self-sustaining regardless of objective success or failure and of changing conditions.

- Wilson argues that the fundamental purpose of any political organization is to maintain itself.
-Wilson views the position of organizational leadership in terms of the nature of the incentives an
organization provides for its members.- Collins and Guetzkow term these nonpolitical incentives
“interpersonal” as opposed to “task-environmental” rewards.

- The popular image of the terrorist as an individual motivated exclusively by deep and intransigent
political commitment obscures a more complex reality. At least four categories of motivation can be
defined distinct from the organization’s ideological purpose. These incentives are (1) the opportunity
for action, (2) the need to belong, (3) the desire for social status, and (4) the acquisition of material
reward.

- There seems to be two patterns of group processes relating to the decision to resort to terrorism. In
the first case, individuals join groups that are on the periphery of the actual terrorist organization,
which is, in a sense, at the center of a concentric circle. People then move through the groups to the
core, sometimes following close friends or relatives. The decision to resort to terrorism is gradual
and indirect. Involvement in the terrorist organization may not, at the outset, have been a deliberate
choice.

- The second pattern of group development occurs when the existence of the group precedes the
decision to turn to terrorism. The adoption of the terrorist strategy is a collective decision by the
group as a whole or by a faction within the group. Such decisions are usually hotly debated.

- Wilson suggests that the organization’s political purpose affects its stability. He distinguishes three
categories of purpose: single-issue, ideological, and redemptive. Although most terrorist
organizations are ideological, in the sense of being based on beliefs that compromise a systematic,
comprehensive rejection of the present political world and the promise of a future replacement, some
are single-issue groups. The Rand Corporation describes issue-oriented groups as common but
short-lived. The third incentive, redemption, is characteristic of organizations whose efforts
concentrate primarily on changing the lives of their members or followers rather than changing the
outside world.

- In their redemptive aspects terrorist organizations resemble religious cults, which generally require
the absolute commitment of members to a rigid system of belief that divides the world into the saved
and the damned.- Wilson concludes that all conspiratorial organizations tend over time to substitute
group solidarity for political purpose as the dominant incentive.

- The group becomes simultaneously more introverted and unrealistic, as contacts with society are
severed. Terrorism, thus, becomes self-sustaining, as the group acts to maintain itself rather than to
instigate political change.

- Hirschman maintains that dissatisfied followers of an organization have two options: “exit” or
“voice.” “Exit” can indicate that two courses of action: (1) joining an established rival organization
that provides more satisfactory incentives; or (2) leaving with enough similarly discontented
associates to form a new organization.

- Exit often occurs after an attempt to exercise “voice” has failed.- Although terrorist organizations
usually attempt to define exit as betrayal and threaten severe punishment for treason, factionalism is
not uncommon.

-Terrorist organizations tend, however, to view “voice” as a more serious threat than exit. Most are
extremely intolerant of internal dissent, thereby promoting factionalism to resolve internal conflict.

- This rigidity has several sources. Cohesion and solidarity are important values

- To enforce obedience and acceptance, leaders can rely on only two rational sources of authority
(they also have a certain command over the group because of psychological dependencies). First,
their skills at organization and strategy are known by their past record. Second, Verba suggests,
generally with regard to small groups, that leaders rely on their position as an “agent of impersonal
force” and as representative of group norms to legitimize their directives.

- Terrorist organizations often deliberately build loyalty through ideological indoctrination and
through emphasizing the external threat. Loyalty is demonstrably strongest when the possibility of
exit exists, but members choose to stay anyway. Organizations establish what Hirschman terms
“severe initiation costs” to prevent members’ departures. If members have invested a lot to join an



organization, they will be reluctant to leave.

- Given high initiation costs and the corresponding constraints on exit they impose, discontent
serious enough to surface is likely to be explosive, and it is not surprising that it often leads to bitter
factionalism. Paradoxically, extreme discontent may sometimes motivate increased activity to
achieve group goals rather than to dissolve the organization.

- The behavioral differences between terrorist groups in competitive versus noncompetitive
situations may have significant implications for intensity of violence in a terrorist campaign. Under
competitive conditions, where exit is possible, there should be less internal dissent. On the other
hand, where exit is easy but no competitors exist, small organizations are likely to proliferate.

60. Crenshaw, M. (1986). The psychology of political terrorism. M. G. Hermann ( Ed), Political psychology:
contemporary problems and issues (pp. 379-413). London: Jossey-Bass.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: After 1968 in Western Europe terrorism seemed to replace riots
and protest demonstrations as a dramatic and violet disruption of stability, often disturbing to the
public because of its unexpectedness in societies hitherto thought immune to serious domestic
violence. Ideology has also motivated terrorist resistance to regimes in Latin America and the
Middle East.
-In order to generalize about psychological influences on terrorism, one must take into account the
diversity and variation of the phenomenon.
-Answers to the questions of why individuals are attracted to terrorism, why terrorism funds
supporters among the population, why a terrorist organization chooses particular strategies, and why
terrorism has extreme effects on some cases but not others depend on political and social context and
type of terrorist organization as well as on psychological theory.
-Another element in the complexity of modern terrorism is its transnational character.
-The transnational of intention into action is modified by chance and opportunity, neither of which
can be satisfactorily predicted. Furthermore, in asking why terrorism happens, one must distinguish
between the initiation of a campaign of terrorism and its continuation in the face of government
reaction. One must also distinguish between why an individual becomes a terrorist and why an
organization (already formed as a group) collectively turns to terrorism. Why terrorists persist
despite the risks involved and the uncertainty of reward us an important question. Why terrorist
organizations choose the particular strategies they do bombings, kidnappings, or armed attacks, for
example is also significant.
-Scholarly analysis should also be attentive to what is meant by becoming a “terrorist” or a member
of a terrorist organization.
-Actually, complex role differentiation exists within terrorist organizations. First, there are
significant differences between leaders and followers.
-As with all forms of political behavior, terrorism cannot be studied in isolation from its political and
social context. The analysis of terrorism clearly deals with the intersection of psychological
predispositions (which may be derived as much from prior experience and socialization as from
psychological traits emerging from early childhood and infancy) and the external environment.
-Most analysts agree that there is no common “terrorist personality.” Terrorism is not purely
expressive violence; it is also instrumental.
-To argue terrorism does not result from a single personality constellation or from psychopathology
is not to say that the political decision to join a terrorist organization is not influenced or, in some
cases, even determined by subconscious or latent psychological motives.
-Knutson (1981, p.109) found that the terrorist she interviewed in American prisons were ambivalent
in their attitudes toward the use of violence.
-Some evidence suggests that not all terrorist are ambivalent Morf (1970), in an analysis of the early
members of the Front de Liberation de Quebec (FLQ), found more explicit signs of an early interest
in violence.
-Bollinger (1981), a member of the West German study team, also found that some of the terrorists
he interviewed were attracted to violence which he attributes to unconscious aggressive motives.
-Jager (1981, pp.167-169), however, found no common pattern in attitudes toward violence, neither
ambivalence nor attraction, among the West German terrorists. Some individuals reported a strong
prior aversion to aggression.
-Possibly, rather than being attracted to the inherent violence of terrorism, some individuals are




seduced by the lures of omnipotence and grandeur to compensate for feelings of inferiority or
impotence.

-Another possible psychological trait, which appears to have been neglected thus far by researchers,
is stress seeking.

-Terrorists may be “stress seekers,” who are attracted to “behavior designed to increase the intensity
of emotion or level of attraction of the organism (Klausner, 1968,9.139).

-Stress seekers seem to fall into two types. The individualistic stress seeker is uncomfortable as a
follower; he seeks attention to the point of being narcisstic. The group stress seeker, in contrast,
wishes to abandon the self in the group. This type of stress seeker identifies with the group and
merges himself completely in the collective personality (Klausner, 1968, pp.143-145).

-Followers may be attracted more to the group than its activities.

-Sullwold noted two types of personality traits among terrorist leader. The first type is the extremely
extroverted personality, whose behavior is unstable, uninhibited, inconsiderate, self-interest, and
unemotional. The second type of terrorist leader is neurotically hostile. Suspicious, aggressive,
defensive, and intolerant, he rejects criticism and is extremely sensitive to external hostility.

-The available evidence strongly suggests that, for the majority of terrorist who are followers, to
become a member of the group is a dominate motive.

-Observers of terrorism in West Germany have also noted the importance of personal connections
and relatives in the process of joining a group.

-Some authors believe that female participation in terrorism is unique in character motivation.
-Sullwold (1981, pp.106-110) does not regard the causes of female participation in terrorism as
unusual.

-Feuer’s (1969) theory of the “conflict of generations,” which is based on a Freudian interpretation
of terrorism as a psychological reaction of sons against fathers, a generational phenomenon rooted in
Oedipus complex and, thus, in maleness.

-A more sophisticated theory connecting individual psychology to society is found in the
developmental psychology of Erik Erickson (especially 1963 and 1968).

-The successful development of personal identity is essential to the integrity and continuity of the
personality. Identity enables the individual to experience the self as something that has continuity
and sameness, to act accordingly, and to be confident that one’s sense of self is matched by one’s
meaning for others. Erickson’s theory has influenced as least two specific analyses of the
personalities of terrorists.

-Bollinger argues that joining a terrorist organization was the last of a series of attempts at identity
formation. These potential terrorists were searching for meaning, structure, and a stable social role.
-Knuston (1981) also used Erikson’s conceptualization, especially his concept of negative identity.
-1f a positive identity is not possible, the individual prefers being a “bad” person to being nobody or
partially somebody.

-The individual’s path to becoming an active terrorist is often through groups and through personal
contacts who introduce them to organizations.

-The social psychological dynamics of terrorist organizations help determine not only why
individuals join them but why stay in and why choose terrorism as a strategy.

-Terrorist organizations become countercultures, with their own values and norms, into which new
recruits are indoctrinated (see Wolfpang and Ferracuti, 1982). They are in this respect similar to
youth gangs or nonpolitical cults and sects (see Bainbridge and Stark, 1979; Balch, 1980; Levine,
1978; Stark and Bainbridge,1980).

-All primary groups strive toward cohesion and uniformity (Cartwright, 1968; Verbra, 1961), and
terrorist organizations exhibit stronger than usual tendencies toward solidarity and conformity.
-Another consequences of group cohesiveness is the tendency to encourage the pursuit of violence.
-Another group characteristic that helps explain the conduct of a terrorist strategy concerns
relationships between leaders and followers.

-Janis describes in combat situations a “fear-ridden” dependency, based on the reactivation of early
separation anxiety, which his likely to develop toward authority figures perceived as able to ward of
danger.

-Another way the group facilitates terrorism is by creating an appropriate context for social learning.
Bandura (1973) has argued that aggressive patterns of behavior are learned from observation or
experience, rather than emerging from instinctual drives or frustration.



-Psychological findings dispute the assumption that personality abnormalities explain terrorism,
Instead, they point to the significance of the small cohesive group in determining behavior.

61. Crenshaw, M. (2001). The psychology of terrorism: An agenda for the 21st century. Political Psychology,
21( 2), 405-420.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors Abstract: Research on political terrorism, which began
in the early 1970s, faces some persistent problems. These involve defining the concept, collecting
empirical data, building integrative theory, and avoiding the attribution of terrorism to personality
disorders or “irrationality.” Furthermore, analysis risks being driven by events or the concerns of
policymakers. Nevertheless, it is generally accepted that psychological explanations of terrorism
must have multiple levels of analysis into account, linking the individual to the group and to society.
Future research should critically examine the assumption that a “new terrorism” has appeared at the
end of the 20™ century. Analysis should also take advantage of 30 years of history to develop
comparisons and developmental studies that look not only at the causes of terrorism but at changes
in terrorist strategy, the termination of terrorist campaigns, government decision-making, and policy
effectiveness.
-The record of research on political terrorism is mixed.
-Enduring questions involve the definition of terrorism, the use of research for public policy
purposes, the collection of empirical data, the attribution of terrorism to personality disorders or
irrational” thinking, the need for integrative and cumulative theory, and the event-driven character of
much research. Although progress is apparent in all of these areas, more work needs to be done. In
addition, research on terrorism has not yet fully considered the implications of recent claims that a
“new” terrorism has developed in recent years and will prevail in the near future.
-The problem of defining terrorism has hindered analysis since the inception of studies of terrorism
in the early 1970s. Furthermore, even within the terms of this definition, the practice of terrorism is
highly diverse. A second issue from the past concerns the possible uses of psychological research on
terrorism. In the 1990s terrorism came to be seen as a major national security threat and thus a
subject of intense interest. Alexander George (1993) has called for “bridging the gap” to bring about
closer collaboration between academics and policy makers in the field of foreign affairs, but he also
cautioned that the task of the academic is to diagnose problems rather than prescribe solutions. One
source of tension, however, is some policymakers’ insistence on the possibility of a fixed and
unambiguous: “terrorist profile”, a list of characteristics that permit identification of actual or
potential terrorists. A related issue is the question of a distinctive psychology or psychopathology of
women participates in terrorism. Nevertheless, most analysts of terrorism do not think that
personality factors account for terrorist behavior, nor do they see significant gender differences. One
of the basic research findings of the field is that terrorism is primarily a group activity. It is typically
not the result of psychopathology or a singe personality type. Shared ideological commitment and
group solidarity are much more important determinants of terrorist behavior than individual
characteristics. Bandura (1990) took a different approach to the analysis of individual behavior. He
argued that terrorism was the result of a “principled resort to destructiveness” (p. 191) rather than
unrestrained impulse. He identified three major points of development in the self-regulatory process:
when reprehensible conduct can be reconstructed as justifiable, its detrimental effects minimized or
distorted, and the victim blamed or devalued. As Ross and Rabbie both noted, a mature research
program requires empirical testing of integrative psychological theories. It is not enough simply to
propose hypotheses. Several recent works focus on a “new” terrorism that is motivated by religious
belief and is more fanatical, deadly, and pervasive that the older and more instrumental forms of
terrorism the world had grown accustomed to (e.g., Laqueur, 1999). This emerging “new” terrorism
is thought to differ from the “old” terrorism in terms of goals, methods, and organization (see
Hoffman, 1999). An earlier and more violent historical antecedent of the conception of a “new”
terrorism is anti-Western terrorism originating in the Middle East that in linked to radical or
“fundamentalist” Islam. What psychological evidence exists to support the prediction that religious
terrorists will seek to cause catastrophic destruction, particularly using biological, chemical,
radiological, or nuclear means? So far the only explicitly psychological analysis is that of Lifton
(1999), whose findings are based primarily on interviews with lower level members of Aum
Shinrikyo as well as press and other observer accounts. Thus, within the category of the “new”
terrorism, even if a common motivation is assumed, different organizational structures are present.




Most past research findings are based on data from clandestine undergrounds: closed groups that are
typically in competition with each other, whose members experience strong group solidarity and
peer pressure, feel intense personal loyalty to each other, merge individual identity in the group, and
display distorted perceptions of the outside world. They are also fundamentally political, even if they
see authorities as illegitimate. Which of the old findings will apply to groups such as the Osama Bin
Ladin network? Most seem to be bound more by past experience (fighting against the Soviet Union
in Afghanistan) and shared beliefs than by direct contact with each other. Little is known about the
psychology of militants who operate independently of a group and what seem to be motivated by
ideological inspiration rather than directed orders.

- The absence of empirical evidence for many claims about a “new” terrorism, particularly the
likelihood of the use of weapons of mass destruction, raises more questions. The study of terrorism
should go beyond a concentration on current events or speculation about the future to develop
systematic analysis of the development of the phenomenon over time. First, little is known about
why the users of terrorism would abandon the strategy. Research should try to identify the
psychological incentives for giving up violence. A second area for fruitful research concerns the
development of strategies of terrorism. In particular, what leads to innovation in terrorist behavior,
such as hostage-takings or the resort to weapons of mass destruction? Another research area that has
been neglected is the study of decision making in the area of counter terrorism (see also Crenshaw,
1990). What is needed is an investigation of the effects of different policies on a range of groups
with different motivations, organizational structures, and social relationships. An additional research
concern is the public reaction to terrorism. Last, the study of psychological motivations for
terrorism, as well as for ending terrorism, should continue to be based on a model that integrates the
individual, the group, and society. “Terrorists” cannot be considered in isolation from their social
and political context.

62. Crenshaw, M. (1990). Questions to be answered, research done, knowledge to be applied. W. Reich (Ed),
Origins of Terrorism: Psychologies, Ideologies, Theologies, States of Mind (pp. 247-260). New
York: Cambridge University Press.

Call Number: Editor's Annotation: It is difficult to understand terrorism without psychological
theory, because explaining terrorism must begin with analyzing the intentions of the terrorist actor
and the emotional reactions of audiences. The task assigned for this chapter is to identify those
questions about terrorism that psychological research might be most helpful in answering. My goal
is not to suggest specific psychological theories or methods or to view the literature but to propose
research questions that are both interesting for students of terrorism and appropriate for
psychological approaches.

-One of the major tasks for research on the causes of terrorism is identifying the psychological
benefits to the individual of participating in an organization that employs terrorism.

-Analysis of the biographical profiles of terrorists can reveal patterns in individual experiences and
backgrounds.

-1t is essential to analyze the dynamics of then entry process.

-The group may be more important than the individual to the initiation and conduct of campaigns of
terrorism.

-Questions can also be raised about relationships between leaders and followers and between
occupants of different roles in the organizational structure of the group. The sources of authority in
violent opposition groups are incompletely understood.

-The content and structure of the collective belief system as well as the way it is formed are
important elements in the process of terrorism.

-Important ingredients of collective attitudes are the perception of the government and the
expectation of government response to terrorism.

-Without assigning undue casual significance to social forces, it is still important to trace the links
between background conditions and the incidence of terrorism.

-Many of the same factors that contribute to the initiation of terrorism also affect the forms it takes.
Here, however, we are concerned with the operations of terrorist organizations (rather than with the
inception of the strategy) and with how terrorist actions unfold.

-Another phenomenon that deserves study is brutalization as a result of participation in violence.




63. Crenshaw, M. (1988). The subjective reality of the terrorist. R. O. Slater, & M. Stohl (Ed), Current
perspective on international terrorism (pp. 12-46). London: Macmillan.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: The actions of terrorist organizations are based on a subjective
interpretation of the world rather than objective reality. Perceptions of the political and social
environment are filtered through beliefs and attitudes that reflect experience and memories. The
psychological, and ideological factors that constitute the terrorist’s world-view are only part of a
complex web of determinants of terrorist behavior, one of which is surely a strategic conception of
means and ends.
-Any psychological analysis must proceed with caution. The data are scarce and imprecise, as
terrorists do not readily submit to acting as experimental subjects.
-Members of terrorist organizations act in terms of belief systems that structure their interpretations
of the world and filter the information they receive. As Holsti (1967, p.18) contends, the belief
system ‘may be thought of as the set of lenses through which information concerning the physical
and social environment is received.
-What terrorists believe affects perception and action.
-Horowitz argued that it does not make sense to distinguish between left and right terrorism. He
asserted that “terrorism is a unitary phenomenon in practice and in theory’ (Horowitz, 1983, p.48).
-Most political beliefs systems are affective as well as cognitive. That is, they not only order
information so as to make it meaningful but establish values by which behaviour is judged. The
beliefs of terrorists, in addition to being excessively abstract, also seems to be highly moralistic. The
world is seen in black-and-white-terms and there is a strong concern with justification for terrorist
actions.
-Both legalistic and military self-conceptions may be regarded as essential justificatory beliefs.
-For revolutionary terrorists, the concern with justifying violence is often accompanied by a strong
emphasis on perceived injustice done by the state to weak and helpless populace and the related
necessity for revenge.
-Terrorists of both right and left seem to see themselves as a morally superior elite to whom
conventional standards of behaviour do not apply. They perceive their role as an obligation, not a
choice.
-In conclusion, this overview suggests the following observations. The beliefs of terrorists are
characterized by abstraction, impersonality, and impracticability. They may be complex to the point
of abstruseness or naively simple. The provision of moral justifications for violence is an integral
component. The world is divided between good, represented by terrorist organizations, and a much
stronger and pervasive evil, usually embodied in governmental authority and the social classes
identified as supporting the state. The terrorist see themselves as elites of superior consciousness
and perceptiveness, acting alone through necessary and appropriate violence, with eventual victory
guaranteed by the forces of history. Moral objectives are, for the left the freedom of the people, and
for the right, the restoration of traditional or mythical values and order and hierarchy. Their moral
duty is to destroy a corrupt state and society, whether they see that corruption as materialism and
inequality or as a racial impurity and social permissiveness. The categories in which terrorists think
are rigid and unchangeable. Victims are by definition agents of the system-‘genocidal robots’,
according to the Weatherman (Jacobs, 1970, p.518).
-Inquiry into terrorist belief system is concerned not only with the content of nature of beliefs about
world and self but also with how these conceptions are formed or determined. On the other hand,
beliefs are the product of social learning and thus reflect their context. On the other hand, beliefs are
a product of the psychological characteristics of the individual.
-Religious justification for terrorism were analysed by David Rapoport (1984). He found that
although these groups took their transcendent justifications from the parent-religion, their beliefs
were deviant and represented distortions of the doctrines on which they were based. Nevertheless,
divine sanction was a prerequisite for terrorism and determined the forms it took. Religion
established the boundaries of permissible violence.
-Secular ideologies which also embody traces of millenarianism are often identified as sources of
terrorism (see Wilkinson, 1986).
-Further evidence for the claim that ideology is not stronger a motivation than cultural influences lies
in the observation that although modern terrorist adopt ideological terminology, most are
practitioners, not intellectuals or theorist. Emphasis is always on action rather than talking. Many




terrorist groups break away from larger revolutionary or nationalist organizations precisely because
their members think too much time is spent debating ideas rather implementing them.

-This analysis suggests that terrorism is not a product directly of particular patterns of political
thought or idea. Instead terrorist may first develop beliefs and then seek justification for them
through the selection of fragments of compatible theories. The ideas that are most attractive include
millenarian narrative structures that justify individual violence.

-In sum, the political and the non-political environment shapes terrorist behaviour, and many
elements of this environments are non-political. In specific conditions individuals deliberately or
unconsciously assimilate models of appropriate action. These symbols, myths, or narratives have
deep historical roots and are embodied in the institutions and cultural realities of a given society, but
they may also be of recent creation. From family traditions, religious observances, art, literature the
individual learns how to live a life that will become meaningful in terms of past and the future. The
immediate political or personal consequences of terrorist actions may be less important that their
transcendent and personal consequences of terrorist actions may be less important than their
transcendent and personal significance. Explicitly political ideologies may play more of a role when
strong cultural narratives are not present, but the two sources of belief interact. To terrorist,
ideology may be secondary or even superficial but it represents an important reinforcement of
extremist beliefs, making them easier to sustain in the face of unpleasant reality. Rather than
uncritical borrowing of theories, terrorist beliefs may represent a selection of what is psychologically
and politically useful.

-Beliefs serve individual psychological needs. Emotional predispositions to terrorism, if there is
such, are not in most cases pathological, although there is some evidence that terrorists of the right
suffer more mental disorders than those do of the left (Ferracuti and Bruno, 1981). Nor is the answer
so simple as an attraction to violence or aggression per se.

-Knutson (1981) argued that many terrorists are actually ambivalent about the use of violence.

-Role differentiation in terrorist organizations is relevant to the leader psychological functions of
belief. The distinction between leaders and followers may be critical.

-Another important function of the belief system for terrorist is the neutralization of guilt. People
who become terrorists may experience guilt for the commission of violent acts, so the belief that
someone else is responsible and that normal standards or moral behavior do not apply to them is
comforting.

-In addition to psychological dependence on beliefs, the dynamics of interaction within the terrorist
organization prevent members from challenging collectively-held belief systems or for the group as
a whole to change. In particular, the tendencies toward cohesion and solidarity present in all primary
groups lead to the suppression of dissent and the internalization of group standards and norms.

-For the individual who becomes active terrorists, the initial attraction is often to the group, or
community of believers, rather then to an abstract political ideology or to violence.

-Knutson (1980) found that perceptual distortions and lack of objectivity led to a form of
‘groupthink’ that hampered the individual terrorist’s ability to test reality.

-Group leaders, who are the guardians and interpreters of doctrine, also work to maintain the loyalty
and collective identification of the membership.

-The question of dissent has not been systematically studied, but is seems plausible that when
disagreements remain internal to the terrorist oganisation or even to the broader resistance
movement, they are based on different conceptions of the best way to achieve ends with which all
agree.

-Terrorism is difficult to understand, much less to predict.

-Government communications to terrorists should stress three things: The terrorism causes harm to
innocent victims, that it fails as a tactic and that alternatives to violence can work in bringing about
political change.

64. Crenshaw, M. (2000). Terrorism. A. E. Kazdin (Ed), Encyclopedia of psychology . New York: Oxford Press.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Entries in the Encyclopedia are relatively brief and intended to
emphasizing key issues. Crenshaw’s contribution includes a review of research related to the
individual terrorist (Including rebuttal of the psychopathology explanation, acknowledgement of the
wide diversity in persons and behavior, and highlighting the role of vengeance as a possible
“common emotional drive). She also has a section on Group Dynamics that suggests the consensus




among scholars is that the group is more important than in the individual in understanding terrorism,
and that group identification and solidarity were two important dynamics. Finally, with regard to
responses and future directions, she notes that little is known about decision making in
counterterrorism or about the complexities of hostage taking by terrorists.

65. Crenshaw, M. (1995). Terrorism in context. Pennsylvania: Pennsylvania State University Press.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This is a stellar compilation of works on political violence,
examining many regional conflicts in the early 1990s. Specific subject areas include Europe, Russia,
South America, India and the Middle East. The emphasis clearly is on “revolutionary” terrorism and
insurgencies. The perspective leans decidedly on political analysis, although there are “tid bits” of
psychological analysis interspersed throughout. The link between psychological and historical
contexts is made most explicitly and extensively by Crenshaw in her introductory chapter. Beyond
this, no other single chapter gives substantial attention to psychological issues in terrorist-related
behavior.

66. Crenshaw, M. (1988). Theories of terrorism: Instrumental and Organizational Approaches. D. Rapoport (Ed),
Inside Terrorist Organizations (pp. 13-31). New York: Columbia University Press.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: It is possible to think in terms of basic explanations for how the
conspiratorial organizations that practice terrorism behave.
-The first explanation is based on the assumption that the act of terrorism is a deliberate choice by a
political actor. The organization, as a unit, acts to achieve collective values, which involve radical
changes in political and social conditions.
-The second explanation focuses on internal organizational processes within the group using
terrorism or among organizational sharing similar objectives. Terrorism is explained as the result of
an organization’s struggle for survival, usually in a competitive environment. Leaders ensure
organizational maintenance by offering varied incentives to followers, not all of which involve the
pursuit of the group’s stated political purposes.
-Terrorist actions do not necessarily or directly reflect ideological values.
-The instrumental Approach: In this perspective it is seen as intentional. Terrorism is a means to a
political end. Terrorism is par excellence a strategy of surprise, necessarily for small groups who
must thereby compensate for weakness in numbers and destructive capability. The actions of the
attacker are determined by perceptions of incentive and opportunity. Bringing about surprise, from
an operational viewpoint, is often a matter simply of timing.
-An organization’s success or failure is measured in terms of its ability to attain its stated political
ends. Few organizations actually attain the long-term ideological objectives they claim to seek, and
therefore one must conclude that terrorism is objectively a failure. The reason it continues in the
immediate is that extremist organizations frequently achieve their tactical objectives, particularly
publicity and recognition.
-Two forms of deterrence are open to the defender, according to Snyder. The first is denial, a
strategy resembling and indeed in implementation basically identical to defense. The second type of
deterrence is its more widely recognized form. Punishment or retaliation involves the threat of the
use of military force in response to an attack after it has been committed.
-Organization Process Theory: This explanation focuses on the internal politics of the organization.
It assumes that the fundamental purpose of any political organization is to maintain itself. Terrorist
behavior represents the outcome of the internal dynamics of the organization rather than strategic
action.
-The incentives the organization provides for its members are critical to its survival.
-The incentives for joining a terrorist organization, especially one that is already established and of
known character, include a variety of individual needs: to belong to a group, to acquire social status
and reputation, to find comradeship or excitement, or to gain material benefits.
-Wilson concludes that conspiratorial organizations tend over time to substitute group solidarity for
political purpose (whether protest, revolution, or redemption) as the dominant incentive.
-Organizational analysis explains not only why terrorism continues regardless of political results but
why it starts.
-Emphasizing organizational maintenance explains why terrorism may persist in the face of evident
failure to achieve political purposes.




67. Daly, L.

-A second general theory of organizational behavior focuses on the prevention of decline in firms.
-A fundamental precept is that organizations behave differently in competitive than in non-
competitive environments.

-Hirschman proposes that dissatisfied members of an organization have two options: ‘exit’ or
‘voice’. ‘Exit’, as it applies to the special circumstances of clandestine extremist organizations,
refers to the possibilities of (1) joining another, rival organization that appears more satisfactory, or
(2) splintering off and creating a new group.

-Exit can thus hasten organizational decline. Yet the exercise of “voice’ can also be destructive.
Most underground organizations strongly (even forcibly) discourage the expression of discontent
(for which security is a paramount concern) and to the psychological well-being of members for
whose belonging is a dominant incentive.

-The leaders of an organization can avoid the disastrous extremes of exit and voice by soliciting the
loyalty of members.

-Extremist organizations often deliberately build loyalty through ideological indoctrination.
-Another method by which organizations inhibit defection is to establish what Hirschman terms
‘severe initiation costs’.

-This analysis suggests than in competitive conditions, where exit is possible there may be internal
dissent. Yet organizations may have to devote efforts to distinguish themselves from other groups,
in order to prevent defection to successful rivals. Competition may inspire escalation, as each group
tries to out do the other in violence in order not only to retain existing members but to attract
recruits.

-The task of the government is to encourage disintegration without provoking the escalation of
violence. Denying reward is difficult.

-Organization analysis also suggests that there may be counter intelligence opportunities for creating
dissatisfaction and dissent within terrorist organizations. Schlomo Gazit and Michael Handel, for
example, recommend attempts to disrupt terrorist organizations by making it hard for them to recruit
new members or to keep the loyalty of existing members. Exactly how this is to be done, however is
left unexplained.

-1t would probably be easier to affect recruitment and support functions by influencing the attitudes
of sympathizers than by directly undermining the loyalty of indoctrinated activists.

-Gazit and Handel further recommend that governments try to create conflicts within terrorist
organizations or between groups and their rivals. However, accomplishing this objective without
infiltrating the activist core of the organization is difficult.

-Gazit and Handel also suggest measures such as misinformation.

N. (1981). Terrorism: What can the psychiatrist do? Journal of Forensic Sciences, 26, 116-122.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: This paper tries to examine the evolving role of forensic
psychiatrist as they participate in such situations.

-Forensic psychiatrists in the west have made their contributions in roles, that are non-activist
-Request was that he comment on the feasibility of breaking into the siege room with anesthetic
gases.

-All Parties involved at the interface in crisis situations may benefit from an awareness of conflict
resolution by intervention.

-The psychiatrist may have a contribution to make to the resolution of terrorist-linked incidents as an
accepted intermediary rather than as a behavioral scientist.

-There is much that a psychiatrist can do to help the victim of terrorism.

-Naive interaction with the media can be avoided by appropriate governmental briefing.

-Forensic psychiatrists should seek the formal approval of the medical profession so that their is no
question concerning their professional identity.

-Terrorist-patients are a particularly difficult clientele.

-Dealing with terrorism is a potentially hazardous but relevant extension of the role of the forensic
psychiatrist.




68. Davis, J. M. (2002). Countering international terrorism: Perspectives from international psychology. C. E.
Stout (Ed), The psychology of terrorism: Programs and practices in response and prevention (Vol.
IVpp. 33-56). Westport, CT: Praeger Publishers.

Call Number: Published Abstract: The focus of this chapter is on understanding and predicting the
development of international terrorist activities through the perspectives of international psychology.
The author discusses the lessons that can be learned from social, cross-cultural, and international
psychology for countering international terrorism. It includes issues of language and communication,
as well as social identity and social influence. It embraces issues of majority/minority influence
processes and group processes. In addition, the chapter draws on international psychology's
knowledge of intercultural communication, including aggression and violence and interpersonal
attraction/dislike. Finally, this chapter includes practical proposals derived from research and theory
for reducing and countering the threat of international terrorism.

69. Davis, P. B. (2001). The terrorist mentality. Cerebrum: The Dana Forum on Brain Science, 3(3), 1-2.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Much contemporary terrorism seems to be predicated on
excessive resentment and extreme self-righteousness. Terrorist tend to believe that their causes
whether they stem from ethnic, religious, or ideological; convictions have been undermined,
exploited, or betrayed by powerful forces internal or external to the nation.
-1t has been argued that people predisposed to recruitment by modern terrorist organizations have
learned to see the world in very simple terms.
-Terrorists are collectors of injustice. They are extremely sensitive to slights and humiliations
inflicted on themselves or on members of social groups to which they belong or with which they
identify themselves.
-The dehumanization of the enemy is a critical component within the belief system of terrorist in
general.
-The terrorist perceives himself part of an elite engaged in a heroic struggle to right the injustices of
a cruel world.
-Rushworth M. Kiddler, a prominent researcher on terrorism, has identified seven characteristics
observed in interviewing well-known terrorists around the world: oversimplification of issues,
frustration about inability to change society, a sense of self-righteousness, a utopian belief in the
world, a feeling of social isolation, a need to assert his own existence, a cold-blooded willingness to
kill.
-In the end, however, the threat we face is not from a weapon but from a cluster of beliefs,
motivations, and cultural forces that have molded a human mind.

70. Della Porta, D. (1992). Political Socialization in Left-Wing Underground Organizations: Biographies of
Italian and German Militants. International Social Movement Research, 4, 259--90.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Proposes some general hypotheses about individual motivations
for joining a left-wing underground group and about the social dynamics which reinforce this
commitment.
-My principal source for this study has been the biographies of former militants of left wing
underground groups.
-All had political motivations. The future militants of the underground groups shared, first, strong
political identities that is political commitment was an essential constitute of their personality and
second, a political socialization to violence that is their political ideology and activities did not
exclude the use of physical violence. How did political become a totalistic experience? The
accounts of former militants highlight three main contributing processes , the large amount of time
devoted to political activities, and the transformation of everyday life. The frequent use of the
family in there recollections testifies to the emotional importance of the relations within the political
groups.
-Militants found a justification for violence in the widespread belief that the state had broken the
rules of the democratic game, and that revolutionary violence was therefore the only way to oppose
an increasingly authoritarian state. The militants also found another justification for the use of
violence in the shared belief that it was necessary to resist the violence of the police. Justifications
for the use of violence also emerged from the militants concrete everyday experiences of political
violence.




-Violence was justified, first of all, as a practical and defensive need.

-Recruitment: Two precipating causes: The social network to which a militant belonged and the
militants perception of a situation of emergency. The decision to join an underground organization
was very rarely an individual one. In most cases it involved cliques of friends. In some cases
recruitment was determined by the individuals solidarity with an "important™ friend who was
arrested or had to go underground.

-The militants decision to go underground were also often determined by their perception of being
involved in a personal emergency that is by the lack of alternative solutions.

-Persistence of commitment, however can be attributed less to the fear of negative sanctions than to
the existence of positive "incentives." Terrorist organizations fostered a sense of collective identity
in which every member became a "freedom fighter."

The "sense of the group" affective ties within the terrorist organization were vital in preserving
loyalty to the group. "Human solidarity", "Sense of the group” further underground groups stuck
together because their members shared a "sense of responsible” for each other. Shared values and
images of the external world.

-The militants justified their use of political violence by depersonalizing their victims, defined in the
documents of the underground groups as "tools of the system" and later as "pigs" or "watch dogs".
"By declaring your enemies 'non-persons' and by denying their human qualities, moral scruples are
blocked from the beginning." Ideology also offered images of the "self" which, interiorzed by the
militants, helped them persist in their commitment. "

-The militants further justified their activities by invoking quasi-existentialist explanations that
emphasized the "extraordinary" role of a small minority. The more isolated the militants felt from
the external world, the more firmly they came to see of themselves as a few heroes with an important
symbolic role.

-As underground groups drew more and more isolated, they shifted their rationale for the "armed
struggle” from the "instrumental” role of violence in a revolutionary process to the "symbolic" value
of violence as an expression of conflicts. Finally analogies with war allowed the militants to define
"successes” and defeats strictly in military terms.

-A militants recruitment to the underground was therefore often facilitated by precipitating factors,
such as the arrest or assassination of a friend, a friend's decision to go underground, and the risk-or
perceived risk-of being arrested oneself. Group dynamics that produced the freedom fighter identity.
-We can conclude that the degree to which the underground group is isolated is the single variable
capable of explaining the differences in the perception of the reality. In other words, the more
isolated the underground organization, the weaker its members sense of reality.

71. Della Porta, D. (1995). Social Movements, political violence and the state . Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This book is based more on sociological, rather than
psychological analysis, but it one of the deepest theoretical contributions to contemporary research
on political violence. The author’s central objective is to develop a comparative socio-political
analysis of terrorist movements in two countries: Italy (Red Brigades) and West Germany (Baader
Meinhoff) from the 1960s into the 1990s. Della Porta frames her explanation according to three
levels of analysis macro, meso, and micro moving from the broader societal influence to the
narrower individual influence. At the macro level, she shows that the manner in which societal
institutions (such as the police) respond to protest movements can effect the radical trajectory of
those movement (i.e., ideological movement tend to become more radical when driven
underground). At the meso level, she examines the factioning that often happens within groups and
movements, with more radical elements splitting off and gaining their own support. At this point the
primary driving force of a group often shifts from advancing their protest to maintaining their own
survival as a collective. At the individual level, she argues that recruits often are motivated or
influenced to join by seeking solidarity with friends and acquaintances, and sometimes by
indignation over an injustice (e.g. death or imprisonment) done to someone they know. Within the
group, members develop a “freedom fighter” identity that supports subsequent justifications for
violence. Although many differences exist between violent extremist movements covered in this
book and those in the contemporary security environment, Della Porta’s analyses of the processes
that drive social movements as they become violent, militant movements is well worth our




reflection.

72. deMause, L. (2002). The childhood origins of terrorism . Journal of Psychohistory, 29(4), 340-348.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: The roots of terrorism lie not in this or that American foreign
policy error, but in the extremely abusive families of the terrorists.
-Global battle by terrorists against liberal Western values. In order to understand this new battle, it
would be useful to know what makes a terrorist, what developmental life histories they share that
can help us see why they want to kill "American infidels" and themselves so we can apply our
efforts to removing the sources of their violence and preventing terrorism in the future.
-Families that produce the most terrorists are the most violently misogynist.
-Many agree with the Iranian Ministry of Culture that all American television programs "are part of
an extensive plot to wipe out our religious and sacred values," and for this reason feel they must kill
Americans.
-From childhood, then, Islamists terrorists have been taught to kill the part of themselves and, by
projection, others that is selfish and wants personal pleasures and freedoms.

73. Dietrich, J. (1988). National renewal, Anti-Semitism, and political continuity: A Psychological Assessment.
Political Psychology, 9(3), 385-411.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors Abstract: Applying interactionist and social behaviorist
principles to historical data, this analysis of Nazism suggests that Germans were attracted more by
Hitler’s stress on national renewal and his attacks on Marxism than by his anti-Semitism. Allegiance
to their traditional authoritarian monarchy and the euphoria of World War | until 1917, followed by
the political, economic, and social upheavals of the Weimar period, seemed to create a psychological
need in many Germans for return to a traditionalistic political order. The Nazi movement and the
Third Reich itself, at least until 1939, responded to this political need for cognitive consistency and
thereby gained sufficient support among Germans who themselves did not accept Hitler’s virulent
racist agenda.
-Nothing has so imprinted itself on the 20" century historical consciousness as the powerful, albeit
flawed, personality of Adolf Hitler.
-Psychoanalytically inspired interpretations focusing merely on an individual have usually proven
unsatisfactory. Psycho biographers have tended to interpret all actions and attitudes that have not the
surface seemed libidinous as symbols of subconscious urges.
-Interactive studies of leadership and group dynamics have also been used to explain the
interconnection between varied socioeconomic groups and the Fuhrer.
-Still, one major problem has persistently troubled scholars. Numerous non-Nazi radical
organizations developed without Hitler’s inspiration.
-Recently, such interactionists as Staats have emphasized the role of interchanges between and
among individuals as determinants of human behavior and have highlighted the role that previously
learned behaviors actively play in shaping the events that affect subsequent behaviors. In summary
form, central to this social behavioral paradigm is the concept that complex functional human
behavior is learned. Humans can learn different responses to stimuli that are quite similar and can
discriminate when consequences vary.
-Ultimately, human activity gains its complexity through building up increasingly complex
constellations of behaviors. When a constellation has reached a specific complexity, composed of
repertoires that have been permanently learned and thus provide continuity, it tends to be labeled
personality. To help organize behavioral responses, a person formulates a “world view” which
includes philosophical and religious beliefs, myths, and prescriptive statements or modes or social
interaction. Such a world view helps determine complex social actions (Staats, 1975, pp.155, 158).
-In cognitive conservatism the ego a self-justifying historian. Cognitive conservatism is the
disposition to preserve such existing knowledge structures as precepts, schemata, and memories.
-Given the desire for cognitive consistency, people rapidly rewrite or fabricate memory in a diversity
of situations.
-Motivational explanations interpret cognitive biases as occurring in the service of needs.
-Use of the concept of the conservatism bias can help in explaining resistance to such cognitive
change, for example, as accepting a new constitution, new political values, and political leaders
espousing new political ideals.




-Conclusion: When disruptive social conflict occurs, when routine adaptive activities are interrupted
or are perceived as dysfunctional, people can be cognitively alerted and emotionally aroused.

-To meet the needs of the destabilized society, Hitler stressed four themes: 1) The past was to be
restored and elevated to a primary position so that cherished psychological security would not have
to be surrendered. 2) Struggle was stressed which meant that enforced passive submission to events
could be avoided; 3) Affective characteristics (instinct, will, intuition, blood) were highlighted to
replace rationally disciplined, and seemingly ineffective, responses; and 4) A hierarchical social
order was to be reestablished. This internally coherent Nazi ideology seemed to restore a sense of
adequacy and continuity.

74. DiGiovanni, C. (1999). Domestic terrorism with chemical or biological agents: Psychiatric aspects. American
Journal of Psychiatry, 156(10), 1500-1505.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary Abstract: This article highlights the mental health consequences
of a domestic terrorist incident involving chemical or biological weapons. Method: The author
reviews the literature on the neuropsychiatric effects of selected chemical and biological weapon
agents, on the psychological sequelae of mass disasters, and on approaches to crisis intervention.
Results: Disturbances of behavior, affect, and cognition can result directly from the pharmacological
actions of some chemical and biological weapon agents. In addition, an incident involving these
agents can have considerable psychological effects on individuals and the community. In either case,
some disorders are acute and others are prolonged or delayed in onset. Effective therapeutic
intervention involves a broad range of clinical, social, and administrative actions. Conclusions:
Psychiatrists have an important role in the management of a chemical or biological terrorist incident
and, along with their other medical colleagues, should train and prepare for it.
-No substantive analysis of terrorist behavior.

75. Ditzler, T. F. (2001). Malevolent minds: The teleology of terrorism. F. M. Moghaddam, & A. J. Marsella
(Ed), Understanding terrorism: Psychosocial roots, consequences, and interventions. (pp. 187-206).
Washington, DC: American Psychological Association.

Call Number: Key Quote Summary: | consider several watershed terrorist events to illustrate typical
terrorist goals, explore the three general types of terrorist motivation developed by Hoffman, and cite
some of the socio-cultural and contextual factors that impel terrorist to embark on a campaign of
violence.

-Whether the terrorists are foreign or domestic, one may make several generalizations about the
relationship between their respective goals, tactics, and techniques of operation: (a) terrorists
generally represent sub national groups, (b) their tactics generally reflect a form of asymmetrical
warfare that is very similar to traditional forms of guerrilla warfare, (c) their motivations are largely
political or cultural even if individual attacks conform to conventional forms of criminality, and (d)
assaults are typically conducted against noncombatants.

-Certain situational factors make terrorist acts more psychologically damaging than natural or
technological emergencies. In terrorist events, the infliction of physical and psychological pain is
the specific purpose of the behavior; the elements of maleviolence and intent frame the experience in
a different and more physically damaging context.

-The absence of warning reduces one's perceived sense of control over the environment and
increases the sense of vulnerability.

-The message is that if it happens once , it can happen again, and people are not safe anywhere.

-It is the quality of unanticipated risk imposed on those who are unprepared that makes terrorist
events so psychologically disruptive.

-Exposure to gruesome or grotesque situations concern event responders, primary victims, and the
general public in slightly different ways.

-In addition to the immediate trauma caused by the event, primary victims of a terrorist attack may
suffer protracted or permanent disabilities that impair their ability to adjust to the distress of the
event.

-1f a terrorist event were to involve a chemical, biological, nuclear, or radiological assault, victims
would be confronted not only with immediate destruction and disability imposed by the initial event
but also with the fear of future effects on their own health, and the health of loved ones, or that of
future generations.




76. Dole, A.

-Targets may be selected primarily for their symbolic value.

-For many terrorists, the mechanics of the assault are often less important than the symbolic message
of the action. It follows that one of the most important collateral objectives for terrorists is to
maximize the role of the media in a bid to spread their message and images.

-In addition to the symbolic value, terrorists typically consider a range of other political and
logistical issues in target selection; factors include accessibility, vulnerability, publicity value,
financial commitment, probability of success, possible retribution, and an idiosyncratic values of
particular interest to the operators.

-1t has been a general observation of many terrorism researchers that whereas terrorist acts typically
involve acts of destruction, the general goal of terrorism is not the destruction itself it is the
production of fear.

-Terrorists may also have more specific objectives related to their particular political or social
agenda, which may include recognition of their cause, intimidation of leaders, coercion, provocation
of overreaction, support of an existing insurgency, or simple retribution (Interagency OPSEC
Support Staff, U.S. Government, 1996).

-Individual terrorists impelled to action by a broad range of motives, but for purposes of general
classification it may be useful to examine the taxonomy promulgated by the U.S. Army Command
and General Staff College (U.S. Army Field Manual, as cited in Terrorism Research Center, 1997)
-This model incorporates some of the research done at RAND (Hoffman, 1993) and cites three
general motivational categories.

-The Rationally Motivated Terrorist; Denotes perpetrators who think the goals and possible
consequences of their acts. Decisions about the use of terrorism tend to be made through analysis of
the presumed cost-benefit ratio of the intended actions.

-As a general rule, every handful of core terrorist operators who actually commit acts of violence are
supported by a structure that evolves outward in an into-layer fashion to include tens of thousands to
hundreds of thousands of persons who provide varying degrees of support.

-The question of the rationally motivated terrorist might be, "Will this terrorist act work for my
desired purpose, given the present sociopolitical conditions?"

-The Psychologically Motivated Terrorist: In the case of the psychologically motivated terrorist, the
impetus to commit acts of violence is often related to a profound sense of failure or inadequacy for
which the perpetrator may seek redress through revenge. The question of these terrorist might be
expressed as follows: "How can | use terrorism to develop and maintain a sense of identity, mastery
and self-esteem?" For these terrorist the attraction to terrorism is typically based on the psychic of
group affiliation.

-One finds a variation of the psychologically motivated terrorist in the lone wolf operator, for whom
the validation of the self is not derived through group affiliation, but through the sense of power,
mastery, and autonomy that attends to the ability to make unilateral decisions.

-The Culturally Motivated Terrorist: According to Hoffman, the motivation of theses groups to
commit violent acts typically derives from an almost fear of cultural extermination or the loss of
cultural identity. The essential question for them is this: "How can | use terrorist tactics to stop the
threat to my culture, faith, ethnic group, clan, tribe?" The range of sources for such contamination is
daunting. For example, Ignatieff (1997) has commented on the role of globalization as a potential
threat to cultural identity.

A. (2002). Terrorists and cultists. C. E. Stout (Ed), The psychology of terrorism: Theoretical
Understandings and Perspectives (Vol. 2pp. 211-228). Westport, CT: Praeger Publishers.

Call Number: Published Abstract: To what extent, if any, can 100 years of psychological research
into cults, sects, and religion help in understanding, preventing, and opposing terrorists?
Specifically, are bin Laden and Al-Qaeda cultists? Religious zealots have gone to war throughout
history in the name of Jesus, Allah, Jehovah, Zeus, God, and various other deities. Unfortunately, it
is likely that religious zealots will continue to terrorize. This chapter explores these questions.

77. Dolnik, A. (2004). All God's Poisons: Re-evaluating the threat of religious terrorism with respect to non-

conventional weapons. R. D. Howard, & R. L. Sawyer (Eds), Terrorism and counterterrorism
understanding the new security environment, readings and interpretations (pp. 159-179). Gilford,
CT: McGraw-Hill .




Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Conclusion: in the future, some groups may do small scale WMD
attacks for fear (form of psych operations)
The author critically examines some widely held assumptions about trends in the nature and scope of
religious terrorism, as well as the belief that they are more likely than other groups to use WMDs.
Hoffman has noted 2 trends: Increase in number of religiously motivated terrorists groups and
increase in proportion of terrorist incidents resulting in lethality and posts a causal connections
between the two. Dolnik questions the conclusion that the number of terrorist attacks has declined
because (a) media may be paying less attention to smaller attacks (b) attacks in less important
countries are less likely to be covered. Looking at other databases including CNS shows:
-Out of 130 attacks on airliners, only 10 were conducted by religious groups.
-Out of the 30 most deadly attacks since 1990, 18 were by suicide groups.
-Only 1/3 of 400 suicide attacks bombing were conducted by religious groups.
-Out of 74 vehicular bombings killing 25+ victims,1/3 were by religious groups.
-Conclusion: Deadliest form of terrorism have been associated by religious groups.
-Out of 90 Type | CBRN attacks in CNS database, 34 were done by religious groups.
-12 of the 34 were Aum Shuorikyo.
-Out of the 1311 people killed in CBRN attacks, 1211 were attacks by religious groups.
-All the 1211 fatalities from just 5 cases (causes of death for most are still unknown).
-Argues escalation of terrorist violence over time is a natural phenomenon and likely is independent
of rise in religiously motivated groups. Religion has become more prominent in past 20 years as a
supporting but not primary philosophical basis. All violent campaigns find it useful to glorify
martyrs and tend to case their struggle in "good vs. evil" terms.
-Livelihood of mass causality, non-conventional attacks
-Apocalyptic views that killing others benefits them (altruism)
-May be religious or not
-Strong sense of paranoia among group members
-Expressive value attacked to a mode of attack (e.g. Killing with out steady blood)
-Self perception of grandiosely and ideological uniqueness
-Organizational structure: tight hierarchical or small independent cells
-Parental social control: Indoctrination, isolation, intimidation

78. Dowling, J. A. (1978). A prolegomena to a psycho historical study of terrorism . M. Livingston, B. Kress, &
Wanek (Ed), International Terrorism in the contemporary world (pp. 223-230). Westwood,
Connecticut: Greenwood.

Call Number: Key Quote Summary: A serious handicap for those interested in psychohistory is the
seemingly compulsive need to justify or rationalize their efforts in acceptable philosophical and
methodological terms.

-Terrorism developed within the anarchist element of the nineteenth century revolutionary
movement. The first great disciple of "propaganda by the deed" was the Russian Michael Bakunin,
although it is entirely possible that the core of the terrorist argument was supplied by his strange and
sinister young friend Nechaev. Together these men produced a most fascinating revolutionary
document, The Revolutionary Catechism. From the publication of which, in 1869, historians date the
emergence of philosophically based terrorism. Bakunin's famous comment, "Let us put our trust in
the eternally creative source of life. The urge to destroy is also a creative urge," could in fact serve
as the leitmotif of this discussion.

-To the anarchist was to bring society down by actions which destroyed symbols of the oppressive
state. This belief in propaganda by the deed not only provided for the removal of an oppressive
individual or institution, but would, it was hoped, begin the unraveling of society.

-This formulation allows for the Freudian (or, if preferred the arguments of Becker or Fromm)
conception of the return of the repressed as a universal phenomenon. The form it takes depends, of
course, on the way in which each society integrates the personality (in Lifton's terms the cultural
historical).

-In summation, the Freudian paradigm of "the return-of-the-repressed™ (that is, man's wish to be free
and integrated), the Eriksonian paradox of the influence of "great men" (for example, Bakunin,
Sorel, Fanon) with emphasis on personality integration, and the "shared themes" paradigm, which




might take the form of group, generational, or cohort analysis, seem to be vital aspects of dealing
with the historical phenomenon of terrorism.

79. Drake, C. J. M. (1998). The role of ideology in terrorists' target selection. Terrorism and Political Violence,
10(2), 53-85.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Ideology plays a crucial role in terrorist's target selection; it
supplies terrorists with an initial motive for action and provides a prism through which they view
events and the actions of other people. Those people and institutions whom they deem guilty of
having transgressed the tenets of the terrorists' ideologically-based moral framework are considered
to be legitimate targets which the terrorists feel justified in attacking. As an extension of this,
ideology also allows terrorists to justify their violence by displacing the responsibility onto either
their victims or other actors, whom in ideological terms they hold responsible for the state of affairs
which the terrorists claim led them to adopt violence. While it is not the only factor which
determines whether a potential target is attacked, ideology provides an initial range of legitimate
targets and a means by which terrorists seek to justify attacks, both to the outside world and to
themselves.
-Target selection is instead determined by a number of factors, and the terrorists' ideology is central
to this process, not only because it provides the initial dynamic for the terrorists' actions, but because
it sets out the moral framework within which they operate.
-Definition of l1deology: An ideology is the beliefs, values, principles, and objectives however ill
defined or tenuous by which a group defines its distinctive political identity and aims.What is
important is that ideology provides a motive and framework for action.
-While in practice most groups' ideologies are fairly unique, for the purposes of convenience the
following categories are used to classify ideologies: separatism, religion, liberalism, anarchism,
communism, conservatism, fascism, single-issues, and organised crime.
-These ideological categories are not mutually exclusive and it is perfectly possible for a group to
hold to more than one political aspiration.
-How Ideology Influences Terrorists Target Selection: Unless they are motivated by a pure lust for
power and the benefits which it can confer, most political groups are motivated by an ideology. The
notion of guilt, or indeed innocence, is thus dependent upon the subjective moral imperatives of the
terrorists.
-The influence of ideology on terrorist targeting can be seen by comparing the targets attacked by
different groups.
-In general, separatist terrorists such as the Irish republican terrorist groups tend to attack people
who are members of, or co-operate with, organisations which they see as representing the 'foreign’
occupier.
-On the other hand extreme right-wing terrorists such as the Northern Irish loyalist terrorists use
terrorism to protect the existing state of affairs, sometimes claiming to protect the state from
subversion.
-Operational decisions may be made by middle-ranking or junior terrorist leaders on the ground,
rather than by the heads of the terrorist organisations, and thus it would be a mistake to attribute
decisions about target selection to one central doctrine or mindset.
-Overall, communist ideology provides terrorists with a ready list of targets because, although it
purports to be an objective, scientific theory of history, it also confers a strong moral sense of what is
good and what is bad, and defines those people who are bad.
-The differences between the West German and Italian communist terrorists in selecting police
officers as targets illustrate the important ideological differences between them.
-The difference in target selection concerning the police reflected the primary preoccupation of the
Red Brigades and other Italian communist terrorists with targets and issues possessing a national or
even local significance, as opposed to the international emphasis of the communist terrorists in West
Germany.
-Conclusion: In an earlier article | argued that similarities could be found among terrorists with
similar ideologies in that case conservatism and by extension | implied that differences would be
found between groups with dissimilar ideologies. The targeting patterns of the terrorist groups
examined here tend to bear out the contention that terrorists' targeting choices are crucially affected
by their ideology and that ideological differences lead to differences in the targeting patterns of




terrorist groups even between groups which have superficially similar but distinct ideologies

-1t is still ideology which provides terrorists with the moral and political vision that inspires their
violence, shapes the way in which they see the world, and defines how they judge the actions of
people and institutions. This in turn forms their views as to who or what may be seen as a legitimate
target, and to a degree it allows the terrorists to dehumanise those people whom they intend to harm
seeing them as symbols rather than as flesh and blood human beings. By establishing such
parameters, the influence of ideology is crucial in determining the range of terrorists' potential
targets.

80. Drummond, J. T. (2002). From the northwest imperative to global jihad: Social psychological aspects of the
construction of the enemy, political violence, and terror. C. E. Stout (Ed), The psychology of
terrorism: A public understanding psychological dimensions to war and peace (Vol. 1pp. 49-95).
Westport, CT: Praeger Publishers/Greenwood Publishing Group.
Call Number: Published Abstract: How is it that one comes to embrace religio and ethno political
violence? Answering that question from an interdisciplinary perspective that prominently features
social psychology will be the focus of this chapter. Left at just that, however, the author would
necessarily need to address Killing done and intended by both state and sub-state actors. This chapter
focuses primarily upon sub-state actors. So, while the focus of the chapter is on religio-political
violence by sub-state actors, the concepts and processes explored may be widely applicable.

81. Dutter, L. E. (1987). Ethno-political activity and the psychology of terrorism . Terrorism, 10(3), 145-163.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors abstract: Studies of terrorist psychology have typically
focused either on single individuals or group dynamics within the organizations that these
individuals have joined. Less attention has been paid to the background conditions which give rise
to these individuals and organizations, even for environments in which generalization appears to be
feasible. This paper focuses on one such environment. Its principle goal is to highlight the
theoretical connections between a society’s ethnic cleavages; the development of ethno-political
activity, especially organized violence and terrorism; the implications of this activity for the
functioning of institutions in “democratic” and “non-democratic” societies. A related objective is
the identification of policy responses to latent or manifest ethno-political activity and an assessment
of their potential efficacy. These points are illustrated by examining a small ethnic group, the South
Moluccans in Holland, which would appear to have had little motivation to engage in violence or
terrorism, but some of whose members nevertheless did.

-Recent studies of terrorist psychology have typically focused on single individuals or group
dynamics within the organizations that these individuals have joined. Less attention has been paid to
the background conditions which give rise to these individuals and organizations, even for those
instances in which generalization appears to be feasible.

-This paper focused on one such aspect, the political behavior of ethnic groups, which are, or course,
a major source of threatening contingencies. Its principal goal is to elucidate more clearly, although
briefly, the theoretical connections between a society’s ethnic cleavages; the development of ethno-
political activity, especially organized violence and terrorism; and the implications of this activity
for the functioning institutions in “democratic” as well as “non-democratic,” societies.

-Although still not fully understood, the development of a primordial “group” depends upon
anthropological, economic, psychological, and sociological variables such as region or territoriality,
means of livelihood, kinship, customs or way of life, religion, language and literature, and formal
organizations. These group “markers” many of which can be objectively identified, typically evolve
into a subjective “collective identity system” or group “consciousness,” composed mainly of moral
and cultural values and beliefs, common perceptions and interpretations of historical events, and a
set of well-defined rituals which, among other things, reinforce and perpetuate this consciousness.
-Contact with other groups stimulates the development of a we-they perception and transforms a
group consciousness into the foundation of an “ethnic” identity. Ethnicity can then be
conceptualized as a set of ascribed and acquired characteristics, which derive principally from an
individual’s birth and upbringing.

-Since the Renaissance we have seen the gradual development and spread throughout the world of
the modern, European “nation-state” with, in the twentieth century, three main characteristics: 1) the
identification of a specific geographic area and the demarcation of a physical boundary around it; 2)




within the boundary, the development of a centralized, complex government and administrative
structures, an incumbent regime, which controls, monitors, or otherwise regulates the economic,
military, political, and social affairs of that geographical area; and 3) an attitudinally, culturally, or
ethnically homogenous population within that boundary which is “legitimately” or effectively
governed by that incumbent regime.

-How does ethnic heterogeneity in a territorial-state get transformed into a conflictual, ethno-
political heterogeneity. First and foremost, it depends upon the answers to five basic questions
regarding the origin and composition of the territorial-state. First, did the development of its
constituent groups precede the establishment of the territorial-state and how long before the state’s
appearance did the groups appear? Second, how did its constituent groups come to be in the
territorial-state? Third, how many identifiable groups does the territorial-state contain? Fourth,
what proportion of the territorial-state’s population does each group constitute? Fifth, are group
members regionally concentrated in their traditional “homelands” or widely dispersed throughout the
territorial-state?

-A second major consideration is the formal structure of the territorial-state’s governmental and
political institutions. In other words, what is its “constitution”?

-A final consideration, related to institutional formation and operations, is the general behavior of
regime incumbents who occupy the key decision-making positions in those institutions.

-The first phase of ethno political activity is the appearance of leadership “cadres” or ethno-political
entrepreneurs, who engage in four major, overlapping, but analytically-separable activities: 1)
defining ethno-political goals; 2) articulating these goals for and to group followers; 3) presenting
these to regime incumbents; and 4) mobilizing and recruiting ethnic followers into organizations for
political action in pursuit of these goals; which overlaps with the next phase.

-The second phase can be labeled “normal” politics. In the “democratic” context, resulting from the
activities of ethno-political entrepreneurs, this phase includes, the appearance and development of
organizations and political parties, as well a differential patterns of ethno-electoral behavior.

-The third phases can be labeled “abnormal” politics (e.g., the occurrence of ethnically-based,
politically-motivated, and premeditated riots, assassinations, bombings, terrorism, coups, or civil
war.

-For a given territorial-state, progression through the phases, especially the latter three, and the
observed frequency and severity of activities subsumed under each depend upon five major factors.
First, is there or has there been an external threat to the formulation and/or continued existence of the
territorial-state and all of its inhabitants. Second, what is the nature of ethno-political goals? 1)
substantive, 2) procedural, 3) symbolic, 4) constitutional, 5) fundamental. Third, to what extent are
regime incumbents, especially key decision-makers, drawn from one ethnic group? Fourth, what are
or have been the policy responses of regime incumbents to fully articulated ethno-political goals or
demands? The fifth major factor, intergenerational dynamics, concerns repetitions of the phases.
-There are, or course significant differences between ethno-political terrorism and other forms such
as those based on quasi-ideological movements (e.g., Baader-Meinhof, Red Brigades). First, while
its proportion of the territorial-state’s population may be minuscule, the absolute size of the ethnic
group in which the terrorists originate is likely to be large. Second, as a consequence, the amount of
verbal and material support upon which the terrorists can rely is also likely to be greater. Third,
these two differences will make it easier for an embryonic organization to gain initial recruits and
later on, to obtain replacements for those captured, injured, disabled, or killed. Fourth, these first
three differences typically lead to a greater frequency and/or severity of terrorist attacks, at least in
the initial stages of the organization’s activities. Fifth, intergenerational dynamics give ethnically-
based terrorism a much greater potential for long-run persistence. Finally, underlying everything is
the hierarchy of values or goals alluded to earlier.

-Reviewing briefly, when faced with the potential or real prospect of ethno-political terrorism, an
incumbent regime encounters four principle problems: 1) preventing or resolving immediate (e.g.,
hostage) situations; 2) apprehending and dealing with perpetrators; 3) formulating, adopting, and
implementing preventive countermeasures; 4) formulating, adopting, and implementing policies
(e.g., economic) designated to reduce incentives in the host group for future organized violence.
-Depending of course, upon ethno-political goals, it may be that “democratic” regimes have a greater
potential for accommodation and eventual solution than “non-democratic” ones.

-The “strength” of the ethno-terrorist lies in the intensity with which he holds his perceived



grievances and his concomitant willingness to accept (physical) risks in pursuit of ethno-political
objectives. .

82. Editor's Annotation:Aust, S. (1987). The Baader-Meinhof group: The inside story of a phenomenon. London:
Bodley Head.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This book was originally published in German as: "Der Baader-
Meinhof Komplex". It provides a very detailed account of the key figures in the organization and
their terrorist actions, particularly through the 1970s, as well as their time in prison. The tone is
mainly descriptive, without major undercurrents of judgment or sympathy, although the author did
have a personal connection to at least one of the Group’s principals Ulrike Meinhof - helping at one
point to kidnap or rescue them (depending on one’s point of view). The most substantive
contribution this book makes is the compilation of evidence and well-argued conclusion that the
deaths of Andreas Baader, Gudrun Ensslin, and Jan-Carl Raspe while in Stammheim Prison were the
result of suicide, not murder.

83. Ellens, J. H. (2002). Psychological legitimization of violence by religious archetypes. C. E. Stout (Ed), The
psychology of terrorism: Theoretical understandings and perspectives, Vol. 111. Psychological
dimensions to war and peace (pp. 149-162). Westport, CT: Praeger Publishers/Greenwood
Publishing Group Inc.

Call Number: Published Abstract: This chapter explores the psychological legitimization of violence
by religious archetypes. Topics include a personal illustration, a sinister problem, the inherent
dissonance, violent religious metaphors, the God in out master story, three pillars of violence, and
psychodynamics of violence.

84. Everly, G. S. J. (2003). Psychological counterterrorism. International Journal of Emergency Mental Health.,
5(2), 57-59.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors Abstract: At the end of the last century international
terrorist groups declared war on the United States. Rather than pursue this war using conventional
means, terrorist tactics have been employed. Terrorism represents psychological warfare, not
traditional military combat. Threats of assassination, bioterrorism, and even nuclear detonations have
been used. Numerous attacks have subsequently been realized against both domestic and
international American targets. Winning the war against terrorism means acknowledging and
responding to the psychological dynamics inherent in this form of warfare, as well as the military
and law enforcement aspects of the war. Consistent with Caplan's notions of preventive psychiatry,
the fight against terrorism must occur on three levels: (1) prevention of the terrorist attacks
themselves, (2) mitigating the adverse psychological impact of the persistent threats of terrorist acts,
as well as the terrorist attacks when they do occur, and (3) psychological treatment of the lingering
adverse effects of threatened or actualized terrorist attacks. The preplanned and/or coordinated
psychological efforts to counteract terrorism and prevail in any given war against terrorism shall be
herein discussed and subsequently referred to as "psychological counter terrorism."
-Terrorism represents psychological warfare.
-The preplanned and/or coordinated psychological efforts to counteract terrorism and prevail in any
given war against terrorism may be referred to as "psychological counterterrorism."
-Without attention to the psychological side of terrorism we run the risk of losing the war, because in
the final analysis, the psychological aspects of terrorism represent not merely one such battle within
the war, they represent the war itself.
-There exist four credible and significant terrorist threats to our nation at this time: (1) the objective
threat of incidents of physical destruction and death, (2) the perceived threat of injury/death to
individuals, families, and communities, (3) the threat of sociological turmoil, and (4) the threat of
economic recessions.
-Contagion compounds the psychological crisis associated with terrorism.
-Consistent with the work of Caplan (1964), psychological counter terrorism may be manifest within
any or all of three operational initiatives: (1) psychological efforts to prevent terrorist acts,
(2)psychological efforts to mitigate the adverse impacts of threatened or realized terrorist acts, and
(3)psychological efforts to treat and rehabilitate those adversely effected by terrorism.
-Psychological efforts to prevent terrorism into four domain: (1)Efforts to remove terrorism as a




tactical option by having the global society view it with such legal, moral and political distain that it
simply not considered as a viable option for any organized society or social movement. (2)Efforts to
remove terrorism as a strategic option by choosing not to negotiate with terrorists under any
circumstance. (3) Responding to terrorism with swift and overwhelming force, so that the perceived
cost of terrorism act far outweighs any perceived potential gain. (4) Establishment of a condition
wherein "justice" is perceived to be available to all.

-Psychological efforts to mitigate the adverse effects of terrorism may include: (1)Provision of pre-
incident training and education. (2)Provision of "acute psychological first aid". (3)Provision of
community "town meetings" to provide relevant operational updates, health education, and stress
management.

(4)Implementation of an integrated, multi-component system of crisis intervention and emergency
mental health services.

85. Falk, R. (1988). The terrorist mind-set: The moral universe of revolutionaries and functionaries. R. Falk (Ed),
Revoultionaries and Functionaries: The dual face of terrorism (pp. 70-94). New York: E. P. Dutton.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This is essentially a philosophical piece that cautions all against
legitimacy or justifying, illegitimate violence. "No matter how laudable the motivations or goals
and no matter how detestable the other side may seem, a common renunciation of impressible
violence must take precedence in our thinking." The remainder of the chapter describes how we can
be seduced away from this premise. Revolutionaries declare total war on an entire society.
Fundamentalism allows one to act on revealed truth or justifications with no regard for perceptions
of others. Demonization in used "as a justification for resort to violence that is not conducted by
normal legal and moral limits." "Demonization is a death sentence imposed on the adversary." The
realist if effective can and should be used. "the terrorist mindset is dominated by its melodramatic
preoccupation with the destruction of evil. It rejects self-doubt, ambiguity, human solidarity, moral
and legal inhibition, constutionalization. It is a law unto itself and bearer of some higher moral to be
established later on."

A thoughtful peace. Points about demonization and fundamentalism are particularly well made.
Limited operational value.

86. Ferracuti, F. (1985). A psychiatric comparative- Analysis of left and right terrorism in Italy. Psychiatry: The
state of the art (Vol. 6pp. 399-406). New York, NY: Plenum.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Written by leading Italian terrorism researcher at a time when
terrorist comprised 3% of the country's population, this article provides a dynamic, psychiatric
formulation of the comparative "psychopathology" of left and right wing terrorists. They also
provide some data correlating certain social indicators such as balance of payments from
international trade and unemployment rates with "terrorist output” (a scare combining attacks and
lethality). While rejecting disorder/psychopathology as an explanation for terrorism, they do
formulate a dynamic among left wing terrorists of engaging in a "fantasy war" against the state, and
among right wingers having the fascist view that the world is divided among "enemies™ and "heroes"
a dicatomy that reflects an essential "borderline™ dynamic. Written for a mental health audience.
Not operationally focused.

87. Ferracuti, F. (1982). A sociopsychiatric interpretation of terrorism . M. E. Wolfgang (Ed.), International
terrorism: The annals of the American Academy AAPSS (Vol. 463pp. 129-140). Beverly Hills, CA:
Sage.

Call Number: Key Quote Summary: In the following discussion, only political terrorism will be
considered, and within this category,criminal or frankly psychopathological subjects will also be
excluded.

-Typologies are also of questionable values. To be useful, they must be at least descriptive,
inclusive, discrete, endowed with forecasting or prognostic value, policy-generating, possibly
ethological, and theoretically grounded. No such taxonomy exists for terrorism. McClure’s types by
cause are of some help in identifying the main motives, but they stop at a very superficial level of
ideological commitment. He lists five major types of "Cause" 1. Resistance to colonial rule 2.
Separatism 3. Internal-political 4. Ideological 5. Supporing external takeover. The five types may
merge and the identification of the terrorist group may attempt to encompass more than one type.




-Yet forecasting requires theory, to get out of actuarial straitjackets and to allow for planning. In
terrorism two kinds of forecasting obviously coexist. On one side, limited, short range forecasting,
which does not tamper with major variables but only with predictable terrorists' and other "actors"
activities and behaviors essentially a police or criminalistic operation, is better solved by such tested
tools as simulation games, association charting, and profiles or psychobiographies. On the other
hand, middle and long-range forecasting imply a different set of operations to be conducted using the
full array of the social planner's and policymaker’s tools. Another problem in forecasting is the
difference between 1. the prediction of future actions by individuals, or the identification of
prospective terrorists, their entry into the groups, their careers and the forced or spontaneous
termination and 2. the analysis of future behavior of groups, or the forecasting of destabilization.
-Forecasting group behavior has been a relatively large body of studies, particularly by political
scientist for the correlates and predictors of destabilization.

-Whatever theory emerges, it should admittedly be interdisciplinary.

-A.C. Hazelip has tried to determine the unity in the principles of terrorist, and their adherence to the
same principles. The 12 principles are the following: 1 Violence is necessary to overthrow
oppression 2. There is no limit to the extent of violence justifies. 3. Actions should clearly convey
their purpose 4. Reprisal killings are counterproductive 5. Ruthlessness and extraordinary violence
are essential to terrorist success. 6. Government failures can be used to gain popular support 7.
Terrorism exposes the repressive side of government. 8. Secrecy is important to terrorist operations.
10. Systematic planning and execution are critical to terrorist success 11. Smale-scale, persistent
attacks are most effective 12. Terrorists are dedicated to destruction for the sake of their cause.
-Another common element in ideological terrorism is as A. Koestler indicated, the urge to dedicate
oneself to a cause, a leader, an ideology. This can be a needed replacement for one anomie or for an
existential vacuum, which may drive other individuals to drifting or to entering the drug culture.

- To understand the differences among terrorist, "normal” citizens, and criminals, it may be useful to
analyze the elements that allow one to live in a fantasy state of war within a reality of peace and
democracy.

-Terrorism is fantasy war, real only in the mind of the terrorist.

-A fantasy war is neither accepted nor acknowledge by the other group who, in effect tends to deny
it. Even fantasy war needs the existence of at least two groups, distinct and organized.

-Terrorist group claims power of life and death over citizens, engages in criminal activities while
claiming their lawfulness. A crisis is necessary. And the existence of a love object, perceived in
danger, is also necessary.

-The process of singling out and alienating the enemy is identical to what takes place in real war.
-Lastly fantasy war, as real war, is carried out by executing projects of destruction.

-Two possible scenarios exist in fantasy war: either it changes into real war, and thus ends with the
defeat of one contestant; or it stabilizes itself into terror.

-Available theories: Salert has summarized the four main theories. Briefly, they are as follows:

1. Olson Theory, or revolution as a rational choice. Revolution is the best alternative, given the
prevailing social circumstances.

2. A Psychological theory. This is mostly based on frustration-aggression.

3. A theory of the unbalance of the social system. Proposed by C. Johnson, this is homeostatic,
"system" approach.

4. Marxist Theory. This is the most difficult to synthesize its various interpretations. Its
elaborations have followed different paths.

None of the four theories analyzed by Salert fulfills the criteria of sound theory or provides adequate
basis for forecasting and planning.

88. Ferracuti, F., & Bruno, F. (1981). Psychiatric aspects of terrorism in Italy. I. L. Barak-Glantz, & C. R. Huffs
(Eds), The mad, the bad, and the different: essays in honor of Simon Dinitz (pp. 199-213).
Lexington, MA: Heath.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation:Written in 1981, this chapter begins with an overview of terrorism
trends in Italy in the 1970's, and argues that there are significant terrorist contingents on the left
(red) and right (black) wings of the political spectrum.
-The authors emphasize the need to view and understand terrorism in Italy on its societal context.
According, they provide illustrative examples.




-While not forming terrorism as a manifestation of psychiatric pathology, the authors do speculate
about some differences between the neo-Marxist types on the left and neo nazi types on the right
-Left wing terrorist rarely suffer from personal defeats. Normally, they demonstrate a good capacity
to withstand stress to organize themselves into groups, to sustain one another and to disseminate
their ideologies. Their adherence to their beliefs is firm and often unshakeable.

-Among right wing terrorist, disturbed borderline, or even psychiatric personalities have a much
higher incidence. They are often individualistic; unable to stand stress, such as imprisonment; and
unable to organize themselves into a structure, except for loose psuedomilitary hierarchies. Their
basic psychological traits reflect authoritarian-extremist personality

-Attempts to construct a model of "Psychopathological terrorism"”, integrity, individual, and
environmental variables- adding a dynamic model centering around the model of anomie

-Material on specific individuals and groups is dated. The authors descriptive distinctions between
left and right wing terrorists are intriguing, but their empirical basis is not clear. The proposed
models are not particularly useful from an operational perspective.

89. Fields, R. A. (1979). Child terror victims and adult terrorists. Journal of Psychohistory, 7(1), 71-75.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Common sense and experience can tell us that people who are
badly treated, and/or unjustly punished, will seek revenge. It should be not be surprising, then, that
young adolescents, who have themselves been terrorized, become terrorists, and that in a situation
where they are afforded social supports by their compatriots reacting against the actions of an unjust
government, the resort to terrorist tactics becomes a way of life.
-According to my findings over eight years of study in the Northern Ireland, the children there have
suffered severe disruption in the development of moral judgment, a cognitive function and are
obsessed with death and destruction about which they feel helpless, and against which they feel
isolated and hopeless.

90. Fleming, P. A., Stohl, M., & Schmid, A. P. (1988). The theoretical utility of typologies of terrorism: Lessons
and opportunities. M. Stohl (Ed), The politics of terrorism (pp. 153-195). New York, NY: Marcel
Dakker.

Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This presents a comprehensive review and critique of typologies
of terrorism developed through the mid 1980's. They argue "the primary utility of typologies can be
found in their ability to make use of underlying variables in discovering relationships." Most
existing typologies categorize groups on the basis of factors such as motivation, objectives, size,
consistency, and outside support. Group based typologies: use multidimensional (such as right-wing
v. left-wing) instead of undimensional concepts masking important differences; rely on general
information that is never subjected to empirical scrutiny, use imprice terms (e.g. psychotic).
Motivational typologies typically attempt to distinguish between bluntly between terrorism for or
against the state; fail to distinguish revolutionary and antiestablishment terrorism; fail to extend to
repressive or regime terrorism. Origin based approaches employ categories that are to broad and
unrepresentative of reality and lack of clarity about which specific classification should fit. In light
of these short comings the authors propose that a typology scheme should operate in the following
way: (1) precisely define and only include political terrorists; (2) consider political orientation (i.e.,
ideological orientation, territorial orientation, or state repression); (3) geopolitical orientation (i.e.,
indigenous, foreign, or colonial); (5) focus of attention or leitmotif (i.e., social revolution, single
issue, anarchy and repression). Very scholarly review with an extensive appendix describing
existing typologies. The notions of classification here are driven more by specific parameters and
objectives than operational ones.

91. Fox,J. A, & Levin, J. (2003). Mass murder: An analysis of extreme violence. Journal of Applied
Psychoanalytic Studies, 5(1), 47-64.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors Abstract: Mass murder involves the slaughter of four or
more victims by one or a few assailants within a single event, lasting but a few minutes or as long as
several hours. More than just arbitrary, using this minimum body count as opposed to a two or three
victim threshold suggested by others (e.g., Ressler et al., 1988, Holmes and Holmes, 2001)helps to
distinguish multiple killing from homicide generally. Moreover, by restricting our attention to acts
committed by one or a few offenders, our working definition of multiple homicide also excludes




highly organized or institutionalized killings (e.g., war crimes and large-scale acts of political
terrorism as well as certain acts of highly organized crime rings). Although state-sponsored killings
are important in their own right, they may be better explained through the theories and methods of
political science than criminology. Thus, for example, the definition of multiple homicide would
include the crimes committed by Charles Manson and his followers, but not those of Hitler’s Third
Reich, or the 9/11 terrorists, despite some similarities in the operations of authority.

- For the years 1976 through 1999, an estimated 497,030 people were murdered in the United States.
Of these, 3,956 were slain in incidents claiming

four or more victims.

- Most of these cases entail unplanned fatalities, and should arguably be eliminated from
consideration.After this exclusion, the 24-year period yields 599 mass Killings, involving 2,800
victims and 826 killers.

-On average, two incidents of mass murder occur per month in the United States claiming more than
100 victims annually.

-Mass murders do not tend to cluster in large cities as do single-victim crimes, but are more likely to
occur in small town or rural settings.

- Not surprisingly, the firearm is the weapon of choice in mass murder incidents, even more than in
single victim crimes.

- Mass murderers infrequently attack strangers who just happen to be in the wrong place at the
wrong time. In fact, almost forty percent of these

crimes are committed against family members, and almost as many involve other victims acquainted
with the perpetrator

-Mass murderers are overwhelmingly likely to be male, are far more likely to be white, and are
somewhat older.

- An analysis of numerous case studies (see Levin and Fox 1985; Fox and Levin 1994a) suggests a
range of factors that contribute to mass murder.

These factors cluster into three types: 1) predisposers, long-term and stable preconditions that
become incorporated into the personality of the killer; 2)

precipitants, short-term and acute triggers, i.e., catalysts; and 3) facilitators, conditions, usually
situational, which increase the likelihood of a violent

outburst but are not necessary to produce that response. The first class of contributors predisposes
the mass killer to act in a violent manner. Included

here are frustration and externalization of blame.

- The third and final class of contributory factors consists of facilitators, which increase both the
likelihood and extent of violence. With respect to

likelihood, mass killers are frequently isolated from sources of emotional support.

- Incorporating many elements of earlier classification schemes (Dietz, 1986; Holmes and Holmes,
1994), we have constructed a typology of mass

murder using five categories of motivation applicable to mass killing: revenge, power, loyalty,
terror, and profit.

- Many, if not most, mass killings are motivated by revenge, either against specific individuals,
particular categories or groups of individuals, or society

at large.

- Even where revenge seems to play a primary role in motivating mass murder, there is also
frequently a craving for power and dominance in the thinking of a killer.

- Unlike mass murder for power or revenge, the remaining forms are more instrumental than
expressive. A few multiple murderers are inspired to

kill by a warped sense of love and loyalty a desire to save their loved ones from misery and hardship.
Certain family massacres involve what Frazier

(1975) describes as “suicide by proxy.”

- Some mass murders are committed for profit. Specifically, they are designed to eliminate victims
and witnesses to a crime, often a robbery.

- Some multiple homicides are in fact terrorist acts in which the perpetrators hope to “send a
message” through murder.

92. Freedman, L. Z., & Alexander, Y. (1983). Perspectives on terrorism . Wilmington, DE: Scholarly Resources.




Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This was an ambitious book when it was written in 1983. It
contains 17 chapters divided into four sections: Psychological Dimensions of the Terrorist; The
Terrorist in Profile; Hostage Taking and Its Aftermath; and Responding to Terrorism. This volume
put a heavy emphasis on the need to understand terrorism. The chapters relevant to the scope of this
review are all covered in separate annotation.

93. Fried, R. (1982). The psychology of the terrorist . B. M. Jenkins (Ed), Terrorism and beyond: An
international conference on terrorism and low-level conflict (pp. 119-124). Santa Monica, CA: Rand.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: There is substantial agreement that the psychology of terrorism
cannot be considered apart from political, historical, familial, group dynamic, organic ,and even
purely accidental, coincidental factors.

-Politics can be an important factor in the psychology of terrorism in a variety of ways. We must
caution that there are many kinds of terrorism and many kinds of terrorists.

-Harry Stack Sullivan says that all men are more human than otherwise

-The terrorist is more likely than the non-terrorist to be an individual who sees politics as highly
relevant

-Projection of personal problems into the arena of the outside world may be seen as serving the
defensive function of avoiding insight into the origins of the problem, but of course it can be also
seen as a desirable shift from egotism to altruism.

-Even in the cases of the terrorist who is clearly psychotic and delusional in his thinking, awareness
of political realities can play a significant role in determining behavior.

-Since the terrorist act involves high degree of danger for the perpetrator, he must be a person
willing to risk his life.

Death-seeking or death-confronting behavior suggests a depressive component in the terrorist
personality, and this has indeed been noted by many observers. The terrorist often is a person who
feels empty anhedonic (incapable of enjoying anything), and incapable of forming meaningful
interpersonal relationships on a reciprocal level.

-The terrorist's interpersonal world (as with borderline and narcissistic personalities who are not
terrorist) is likely to consist of three categories of people; the idealized heroes on who he models
himself, including perhaps a small group of comrades who share his ideals; the enemies (a category
to which his heroes may be switched if he becomes disillusioned with them); and a large world of
shadow figures (people who seem to him not quite alive, the population of expendables from whom
his hostages may be taken).

-We are left to ponder what events may be the ones that make a potential terrorist cross the line into
actual violence, or possibly even lean to terrorist activity on the part of someone whom one would
not have described as particularly terrorism prone. Such factors may include experiences of
profound disappointment because of a personal failure or disillusionment with an ideal; the killing or
imprisonment of a family member or comrade; being introduced into a setting where terrorism is a
long-standing tradition or a response to current political crisis; or contact with a group that
influences the way in which one cognitively restructures and reevaluates the political situation, with
membership in that group being something that meets personal needs and participation in terrorist
activities merely one of the conditions one has to fulfill for membership.

94. Friedland, N. (1992). Becoming a terrorist: Social, and individual antecedents. L. Howard (Ed), Terrorism:
roots, impacts, responses (pp. 81-93). New York, NY: Praeger.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: A convenient framework for the analysis of the antecedents of
political terrorism can be designed on the basis of three generalizations. First terrorism is a group
phenomenon. Second, political terrorism has its roots in intergroup conflict. Third, "insurgent
terrorism," unlike "state terrorism," which will not be discussed in the present chapter, is a "strategy
of the weak."
-As for empirical support, to date there is no compelling evidence that terrorists are abnormal,
insane, or match a unique personality type. In fact, there are some indications to the contrary.
-The critique of the attribution of terrorist behavior to individual idiosyncrasy or pathology is not
meant to imply that individual predispositions play no role whatsoever in the emergence of terrorist
groups and in eruptions of terrorist action. However, as will be argued later, the influence of
individuals has to be examined as an element of group and intergroup processes.




-Underprivileged groups are likely to reject their disadvantaged status, and will move to improve
their lot when (a) the social system is viewed as unstable and (b) inequitable distributions of power ,
rights, and resources are deemed illegitimate.

-Social psychological and sociological explanations of group violence, civil strife, and rioting, as
well as explanations advanced by political scientists, draw heavily on the frustration-aggression (FA)
hypothesis.

-Sociologist and political scientist substituted the FA formulation with the conceptually close notion
of "relative deprivation” (RD). Ted Gurr's proposition has been more influential or, at least the
widely quoted: "Relative deprivations" (RD) is the term used to denote the tension that develops
from the discrepancy between the "ought™ and the "is" of collective value satisfaction.

-First the group must articulate its discontent and develop a unifying ideology that gives meaning to
its grievances.

-Leadership, or course, plays a critical role in the crystallization and channeling of group discontent.
Second, violent group action must be seen as an intergroup process. Any attempt by one group to
alter a political or social status quo necessarily elicits an attempt by another group to preserve it.
-Individuals' dispositions have a relatively minor effect on a group's turning to terrorism, under the
three conditions (1) deprivation is intense, the group is denied satisfaction of basic needs and the
exercise of elementary rights; (2) the group has articulated and ideologized its discontent; and (3)
group members have a strong group identity and the group is cohesive and clearly differentiated
from outgroups.

-Individual dispositions, particularly the disposition to violence, become paramount when (1) the
radical group does not aim to satisfy specific basic needs or to reclaim elementary rights but rather to
implement a general social ideology; (2)the ideology is incoherent and unrealistic; and (3) the group
lacks a unique, separate identity.

95. Friedlander, R. A. (1983). Psychology of terrorism- Contemporary views. P. J. Montana, & G. S. Roukis
(Ed), Managing terrorism: Strategies for the corporate executive (pp. 41-54). Westport, CT:
Greenwood Publishing Group.

Call Number: Key Quote Summary: As the political philosopher Michael Walzer has noted, until the
middle of this century, terrorist actors were primarily engaged in political assassination.

-There are basically two kinds of political terrorists. The most prevalent at the moment, and during
the recent past, is the so-called terrorist liberationist, or political secessionist, whom the media
frequently mislabels "guerrillas" involved in wars of national liberation. This category includes such
terrorist organizations as the PLO, ETA, IRA, SWAPO, FAML. and Moro National Liberation
Front.

-The second group is fundamentally nihilistic and anarchistic, intent on destroying an entire state
structure, often motivated by a distorted messianic idealism, and believing that a new Zion can only
be created out of the fire and flame of the old order. To the political nihilistic, revolutionary
violence is necessary means of moral purification.

-Political terrorism is often a manifestation of ideological fanaticism. Terrorist of the left maintain
they are fighting an anti-imperialist war, while terrorist of the right consider liberal democracy as
being spiritually bankrupt, racially decadent, and economically stagnant as well as crumbling from
powerful corrosive communist elements.

-At times, certain ideological terrorist entities mask themselves in the trappings of political bandits
who rob from the state and its dominant socioeconomic class in order to provide the downtrodden,
needy and homeless.

-Terrorism in fact and in theory, has become a psychic religion. Those who worship at the alter of
force ultimately make a force itself the greater truth. The very act of terror has been ritualized, and
destruction becomes confused with salvation.

-Anonymity is not only the protective shield of political terrorist, but it is frequently characteristics
of their method of operation.

-Like their political counterparts, psychologically disturbed terrorist actors are both alienated and
fanatic. In fact, all three terrorist categories are bound together by cruelty, wantonness, and reckless
indifference to the value of human life.

96. Fritzon, K., Canter, D., & Wilton, Z. (2001). The Application of an Action System Model to Destructive



Behavior: The Examples of Arson and Terrorism. Behavioral Sciences & the Law, 19(5-6), 657-690.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Authors Abstract: This article argues that criminal and deviant
behaviour can be productively viewed through an action system framework. The idea is developed
by considering two forms of destructive behaviour: arson and barricade-hostage terrorist incidents.
Two studies are presented, the first study tests the hypothesis that different forms of arson will
reflect the four dominant states that an action system can take; integrative, expressive, conservative,
and adaptive. A smallest space analysis was performed on 46 variables describing 230 cases of arson
and the results identified the four themes of action system functioning. An examination of the
personal characteristics of the arsonists also produced four variable groupings and a combined
analysis of the four action scales and four characteristics scales also supported the structural
hypothesis of the action system model. The second study applied the action system model to the
study acts of terrorist barricade-hostage incidents. A smallest space analysis of 44 variables coded
from 41 incidents again revealed four distinct forms of activity, which were psychologically similar
to the four modes of arson identified in study one. Overall, these two studies provide support for the
appropriateness of the action system framework as a way of classifying different forms of deviant
behaviour.

-Based on a general system approach (von Bertalanffy, 1968) and developed by Talcot Parsons
(1953), the action system model as applied to human behaviour has a number of key components,
outlined by Shye (1985). He defines a system as a collection of members that maintain
interrelationships among themselves. To the extent that such system is active, open, organized, and
stable it can be regarded as an action system.

-Shye (1985) points out that in order to model all action systems which re-open it is necessary to
consider (a) the sources of the action and (b) the effect or desired target of action. Both of these
aspects of the action system can be located internally or externally.

-Shy has illustrated in a number of studies that the combination of (a) the internal and external
sources of action with (b) agent or environment as the targets of the action gives rise to four basic
modes of functioning of action systems that Shye labels adaptive, expressive, integrative, and
conservative.

-Adaptive Mode-Functioning in this mode, the action system responds to external events in the
environment by making adjustments to that environment.

-Expressive Mode-The dominant style of operation here is the demonstration of internal
psychological aspects of the agent on the external world.

-Integrative Mode-This is the mode that describes adjustments that take place within the system
itself.

-Conservative Mode- Shye describes this as ‘events [that] constitute a fundamental aspect of [the
systems] identity and gives an examples the adoption of a constitution by an American state, or
perpetuation of religious events.

-Previous work on hostage-taking has tended to focus on specific events factors such as the outcome
of the siege or negotiation success of the terrorist personality and motivations. Most motivational
typologies of terrorist incidents suffer the same lack of theoretical and empirical basis as those of
arsonists, and, again, contain overlapping categories.

-This study analyzed data on barricade-hostage incidents.

-The material used for the study came from the book Transnational Terrorism: A Chronology of
Events, 1968-1979. A total of 56 barricade-hostage incidents were reported. The detail were taken
from multiple sources including international news agencies. Fifteen incidents were excluded from
analysis. The 41 remaining barricade-hostage incidents were content analyzed to produce 44
variables.

-Examination of terrorist activity indicated that the action system model could be employed to
explain variations in the interactions between terrorists and authorities. The practical implications of
this are primarily in relation to projected negotiation outcomes of the various forms of terrorist
barricade hostage incidents.

-The expressive mode of functioning therefore represents poor control exercised by both authorities
and terrorists.

-The integrative mode of functioning entails the most negative results by injuries and deaths to all
sides involved in the barricade-hostage event.

-The ability of negotiators to carefully elicit the terrorist’s reasons for the attack, may be of use in




situations where the terrorist motives, intentions, and demands are unknown, such as with the
integrative incidents.

97. Galvin, D. M. (1983). The female terrorist: A Socio-Psychological perspective. Journal of Behavioral Science
and the Law, 1, 19-31.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation:Reviews what little information was known on female terrorists in
1983. Main parts suggest that female terrorists are quite diverse in psychological physical
chracteristics, organizational roles, and motivation. Examples given are from earlier groups such as
IRA, and SLA, which in combination with historical effects, could make some of the conclusions
less applicable in a contemporary enviornment. Some discussion of role of sexuality in the terrorist
group. No particular theoretical or conceptual model presented.

98. Ganor, B. (2000) Suicide terrorism: An overview [Web Page]. URL
http://www.ict.org.il/articles/articledet.cfm?articleid=128 [2002, October 4].
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: A suicide attack is an “operational method in which the very act
of the attack is dependent upon the death of the perpetrator.
-Suicide attacks are attractive to terrorist organizations, as they offer them a variety of advantages.
-Suicide attacks result in many casualties and cause extensive damage.
-Suicide attacks attract wide media coverage.
-Suicide tactics guarantees that the attack will be carried out at the most appropriate time and place
with regard to the circumstances at the target location.
-Suicide attacks require no escape plan.
-Since the perpetrator is killed during the course of suicide attack, there is no fear of him being
caught afterwards.
-The shahid improves his social status after their death as well as that of his families.
-The family of the shahid is showered with honor and praise, and receives financial rewards for the
attack (usually some thousands of dollars).
-The reason for committing a suicide attack for most of the shahids is therefore first and foremost
religious fanaticism combined with nationalist extremism, and wish for revenge, but not personal
despair.
-Usually a shahid does not volunteer for his missions. The shahid may be selected by his Islamic
religious teacher at the mosque and Islamic education centers in Gaza and the West Bank.
-After the potential shahid is selected, he usually participates in long training sessions.
-Subsequently the shahid usually “disappears” from his home without farewell, while he begins
several days of intensive training.
-Standard explosives run to about 3-15 kilograms of TNT or homemade explosives.

99. Gautier, C. Some problems in the characterisation of violence in politics: the example of fanaticism and its
cause.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This article focuses primarily on how violence has been
characterized in political conflicts throughout history. It touches only lightly upon psychological
concepts and has no practical, operational value.
Discussion of “extreme violence” is by no means straightforward.
- In the term “extreme violence”, the adjective should serve to concentrate our attention on forms of
violence of one particular type, which are liable to invalidate, at least apparently, the standard
analyses in terms of utility and function.
- First of all, hatred works intentionally, and its unfolding effects are never those of mere
happenstance: they are much more in the way of a result. Second, if we are to understand hatred
properly, this implies that we must consider the aspect of the emotions and passions involved in
individual and collective behaviour.

100. Gaylin, W. (2003). Hatred: The psychological descent into violence. New York: Public Affairs Publisher
Record.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This book presents one psychiatrist’s view of the dynamics of
hate and the role of hatred in facilitating violence. The perspective is heavily, though not solely
influenced by psychoanalytic theory. The foundation is that hate is an intense and dark emotion




(possibly linked to evil); hate is also a psychological condition, characterized by distorted
perceptions of a quasi-delusional nature; and hate requires an attachment to an object. He explores
emotions that he sees as precursors or associated features with hate feelings such as deprivation,
betrayal, frustration, injustice and humiliation. At the collective level, Gaylin distinguishes between
a “culture of hatred” (a natural community with shared history and experiences that breeds and
encourages hatred) and a “culture of haters” (an artificial community of people often without a
shared culture who share a common feeling of hatred toward a target ally with one another. This
book invokes examples involving Al Qaeda and terrorism (among many other types of violence), but
the explanations provided are insufficient to lend any sophisticated, new understanding of the
phenomenon.

101. Gerorges-Abeyie, D. E. (1983). Woman as terrorist. L. Z. Freedman, & Y. Alexander (Eds), Perspectives on

Terrorism . Wilmington, DE: Scholarly Resources.

Call Number: Editor's Annotation: The author begins with an acknowledgement that historically
women have played a relatively limited role in terrorism and that the scientific knowledge based on
their involvement is minimal. He then describes several terrorist organizations that have female
leaders or a strong contingency of female members. He offers a laundry list of explanations that
have been offered to account for the involvement of women in terrorism, and while mindful of the
distinction between associated and causal factors, posits the potential influence of structural-
functional changes in gender roles that have occurred at a societal level. He argues these changes
may have contributed to an increase in female criminality more generally. The basic tenets of his
formulation are as follows: (1) women, with a few exceptions historically have had a relatively
limited role in terrorism; (2) their involvement in lone-wolf and group-related extremist violence is
likely to increase in the future; (3) female input in terrorist acts is tied in part to feminist demands
and practices; (4) contemporary female terrorists are likely to exhibit male personality and physical
traits; and (5) terrorist acts by females now and in the future will become more instrumental and less
expressive. One of the first views of this issue through a feminist lens. Since this was written, we
have seen an increase in participation by women, though the theoretical formulation per se has little
operational utility.

102. Goertzel, T. G. (2002). Terrorist beliefs and terrorist lives. C. E. Stout (Ed), _The psychology of terrorism: A

public understanding, Vol. 1. Psychological dimensions to war and peace. (pp. 97-111). Westport,
CT : Praeger Publishers/Greenwood Publishing Group, Inc.

Call Number: Published Abstract: This chapter explores the beliefs and lives of terrorists. It presents
three types of terrorists: the political strategist, the radical theorist, and the militant activist.
Bibliographical sketches of Timothy McVeigh, Theodore Kaczynski, Bommi Baumann, Velupillai
Prabhakaran, Abimael Guzman, and Osama bin Laden, are presented to explore the combination of
psychological, social, economic, and political forces that led several historically important
individuals into terrorist careers.

103. Goldstein, A. P. (2002). The psychology of group aggression. New York: Wiley.

104. Gordon,

Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This was Goldstein’s final book before his death in 2002. Its
focus is on “aggression” more broadly (e.g., bullying, teasing, mob behavior), not terrorism
specifically. In fact, it does not directly address terrorism at all. That said, there are some features
of this book that one could find helpful in understanding terrorist groups and behavior. In particular
the first chapter provides a solid, but concise, research-based overview of group structure and
behavior. There is nothing new, nor is it applied directly to terrorism, but it does review the
fundamental of group dynamics. There is also a chapter on Gangs (Chapter 4) that may be of
interest to persons seeking parallels between terrorist groups and delinquent gangs. Beyond this,
there is little contained in this book that speaks to the psychology of terrorism.

H. (2002). The suicide bomber: Is it a psychiatric phenomenon? Psychiatric Bulletin, 26(8), 285-287.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Conventional teaching on suicide indicates that the vast majority
of those who deliberately kill themselves are suffering at the time from some form of mental
disorder.

-Suicide is contrary to Islamic law (Chaleby, 1996); its frequency in Muslim societies is low (Racy,




1977), including in the Palestinian population (El-Sarraj, 1991).

-The act of ‘suicide’ bombing, although an act by an individual, is one that usually occurs in a social
or collective context, subject to ultimate sanction by sections of the community to which the
individual is affiliated.

-A senior Arab psychiatrist in Gaza, Dr Eyad El-Sarraj, in an unpublished study quoted in a British
newspaper (Silver, 2001) concluded that religion was crucial, but not the only reason for the
phenomenon of martyrdom, the other components being a need to identify with a symbol of power
and a thirst for revenge.

-There is no need to apply a psychiatric analysis to the ‘suicide’ bomber because the phenomenon
can be explained in political terms. Most participants in terrorism are not usually mentally
disordered and their behaviour can be construed more in terms of group dynamics (Colvard, 2002).

105. Greaves, D. (1981). The definition and motivation of terrorism . Australian Journal of Forensic Science, 13,
160-166.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Combines Mann's typology of terrorist acts (raw terrorism and
hostage episodes) with Hacker's typology of terrorist (criminal, crazies, and crusaders) to develop 6
categories of acts (e.g. criminal destruction, criminal hostage taking, crazy destruction, and crazy
hostage taking, etc)
-Argues that statements by experts such as Hacker and Wilkinson about terrorists lack of constraint
and "lust for revenge™ are alarmist and inaccurate.
-Author suggests that terrorists are constrared by the attitudes and perceptors of their construnents
and potential supporters. If they engage in "raw" terrorism such as bombings it is because they are at
war with a hostile and powerful enemy. Thus, the action is justified as being either (a ) regretable,
but neccessary, or (b) an essential part of the fight.
-Author sees clarity to logic of hostage taking to revenge an exchange at home, but sees logic of
destruction as less clear.

106. Gunaratna, R. (1998). Tiger cubs and childhood fall as casualties in Sri Lanka. Jane's Intelligence Review ,
32-37.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Child units have featured prominently in international and
internal conflicts in recent years, serving in both state and non-state forces in countries such as
Liberia, Camobodia, Sudan, Guatemala, and Myanmar. They are featured in at least a third of the 50
odd internal conflicts that were ongoing in 1977, most of which have continued into 1988 and many
with increasing intensity.
-The United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF) highlighted the Sri Lankan rebel group’s practice
of aiming its specifically at schoolchildren.
-The LTTE is a leading-edge rebel group fighting for an independent Tamil mono-ethnic state in
northeastern Sri Lanka. The LTTE estimated to be 14, 0000-strong, employs adults and children as
rank and file.
-Now in its 24" year of existence and 15" year of combat, the LTTE is assessed by the international
security and intelligence community as the deadliest contemporary guerilla terrorist group. Sri
Lanka’s Directorate of Military Intelligence estimates that 60 percent of LTTE fighters are below the
age of 18. Even if this figure is exaggerated, an assessment of the LTTE fighters that have been
killed in combat reveals that 40 per cent of its fighting force are both males and females between
nine and 18 years of age.
-The Sri Lankan experience reveals that children are receptive to high levels of indoctrination,
willing to engage in high-risk operations and are obedient.
- Origins of the child fighters. After the ethnic riots of July 1983, sparked by an LTTE ambush of 13
soldiers, there was a massive exodus of civilians to India.
-Establish a training base in the state of Pondichery in India for recruits under 16. Initially, the child
soldiers affectionately referred to as ‘Tiger cubs’ received non-military training, mostly primary
education and physical exercise. By early 1984, the nucleus of the LTTE Baby Brigade, or Bakus,
was formed.
--The LTTE began to seriously recruit women and children to its ranks only after it declared war
against the 100,000 strong IPKF in October 1987.
-The LTTE focused on the politicization of its people through propaganda (public events, leafleting,



107. Gurr, T.

print media, radi, TV etc) to encourage them to support the LTTE campian for an independent Tamil
state.

-LTTE has established spectacular memorial parks and beautiful garden with monuments of its
martyrs. A striking feature of these parks are the children’s see-saws with toy automatic weapons
mounted on the handles.

-The great hero families received a special status wherever the LTTE were in control. They paid no
taxes, received preferential treatment in job interviews and were allocated special seats at all the
public functions organized in LTTE-controlled areas. Economically deprived families thus did not
object to their children joining the LTTE.

-The LTTE has an unwritten rule that every family should give a son or daughter to the cause.
-Another feature that attracted young minds to the LTTE was the glamour and the perceived respect
it was paid by society.

-LTTE members regularly visited schools addressed students of the need to participate in the
‘struggle’ and screened films of their successful attacks against Sri Lankan forces. Those fighters
entrusted with indoctrination and recruitment would often ask that students supporting the struggle
of independence raise their hands and, without giving them an opportunity to hesitate, would drive
them to a training camp.

-Other than projecting the military successes of the LTTE, a powerful image that attracted many
youngsters to join the LTTE, was the screening of films depicting Sri Lankan government atrocities.
-A typical unit of children is trained for four months in the jungle.

-There is no communication between the camp and the children’s homes during the training period.
-The LTTE code forbids alcohol and sex and offenders are punished with death. Homosexuality,
which occurs, is a punishable offence.

-The LTTE training curriculum is frequently reviewed and modified to meet the changing nature of
battle.

-The physical and psychological war training of children as a formidable lethal weapon is an
innovation of the LTTE. The high point of LTTE achievement in this direction was the formation of
the elite Sirasu puli, or Lepoard Brigade. The members of the brigade were children drawn from the
LTTE-managed orphanages. Within the LTTE ranks, this brigade is considered to be its most fierce
fighting force. All LTTE recruits swear an oath of allegiance to the LTTE leader once every
morning and evening, but Leopard fighters have an incomparable loyalty to Prabhakaran. Most see
him as a father figure and equate a request from him to a directive from heaven.

-Like their adult counterparts in the LTTE, child fighters are required to consume a phial of
potassium cyanide either when capture is imminent or when they are they are injured in the field.
Enforcing the cyanide rule has, understandably been difficult with children.

-As a result, there are more teenage than adult LTTE fighters in government custody.

-The only study on the role of the children in LTTE is a sociological analysis by Peradeniya
University sociology student Chamarie Rodrigo. Her thesis, based on published literature and
interviews, confirms the failure of the state to address the “misuse of children by power hungry
leaders.”

-The ideological experiment of motivating children as combatants has been a highly successful one.
The LTTE has been able to enhance its performance in battle by deploying child units. Therefore, it
is likely that other contemporary groups will now emulate the success of the LTTE.

-The most devastating result of this practice has been the recovery of small sized suicide body suits.

R. (1968). Psychological factors in civil violence . World Politics , 20, 245-278.

Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Until recently many political scientists tended to regard violent
civil conflict as a disfigurement of the body of politics, neither a significant nor a proper topic for
their empirical inquiries. The attitude was in part our legacy from Thomas Hobbes's contention that
violence is the negations of political order, a subject far less for study than for admonition.

-This article proposes, first, that civil violence is a significant topic of political inquiry and, second
not only that it is capable of explanation, but that we know enough about the sources of human
violence to specify in general, theoretical terms some of the social patterns that dispose men to
collective violence.

-There is little value in pseudo-psychological speculation about revolutionaries as deviants, fools, or
the maladjusted.




-Nor can a general theory of civil strife rest on culturally specific theories of modal personality traits,
though it might well take account of the effects of these traits. Some cultures and subcultures
produce significantly more aggression-prone than cooperative personalities.

-Psychological Theories of Aggression:

There are three distinct psychological assumptions about the generic sources of human aggression:
that aggression is solely instinctual, that it is solely learned, or that it is an innate response activated
by frustration.

-The universe of concern, civil violence, is formally defined as all collective, non-governmental
attacks on persons or property, resulting in international damage to them, that occur within the
boundaries of an autonomous or colonial political unit.

-Parsons attempts to fit civil violence into the framework of social interaction theory, treating the
resort to force as a way of acting chosen by the actor (s) for purposes of deterrence, punishment, or
symbolic demonstration of their capacity to act.

-Stone criticizes any emphasis on violence as a distinguishing or definitional property of civil strife
on grounds that it is only a particular means, designed to serve political ends.

-The crucial point is that rationalization and organization of illicit violence are typically subsequent
to, and contingent upon, the existence of frustration-induced anger.

-1f anger implies the presence of frustration, there is compelling evidence that frustration is all but
universally characteristic of participants in civil strife: discontent, anger, rage, hate, and their
synonyms are repeatedly mentioned in studies of strife.

-The primary object of this article is to demonstrate that many of the variables and relationships
identified in social psychological research on the frustration-aggression relationship appear to
underlie the phenomenology of civil violence.

-These propositions are of two types: 1. Propositions about the operations of instigating variables,
which determine the magnitude of anger, and 2. Propositions about mediating variables, which
determine the likelihood and magnitude of overt violence as a response to anger.

-My basic premise is that the necessary precondition for violent civil conflict is relative deprivation,
defined as actors' perception of discrepancy between the value expectations and their environment’s
apparent value capabilities. Value expectations are the goods and conditions of life to which people
believe they are justifiably entitled.

-A further distinction is necessary between two general classes of deprivation: that are personal and
those that are group or category experiences.

-Propositions 1.1: The occurrence of civil violence presupposes the likelihood of relative deprivation
among substantial numbers of individuals in a society: concomitantly, the more severe is relative
deprivation, the greater are the likelihood and intensity of civil violence.

-The proportion of a population that participates in collective violence ought to vary with the modal
strength of anger.

-This line of argument suggests that magnitude of civil violence has three component variables: the
degree of participation within the affected population, the destructiveness of the aggressive actions,
and the length of time violence persists.

-Dollard and others initially proposed that the strength of instigation to aggression (anger) varies
with "(1) the strength of instigation to the frustration response, (2) the degree of interference with the
frustration response, and (3) the number of frustrated response-sequences."

-First it appear from examination of specific outbreaks of civil violence that abrupt awareness of the
likelihood of frustration can be as potent a source of anger as actual interference.

-Second, it seems evident that the sense of deprivation can arise whether from interference with goal
seeking behavior or from interference with continued enjoyment of an attained condition.

-Analysis of the sources of relative deprivation should take accounts of both actual and anticipated
interference with human goals.

-The first suggestion derived from psychological theory is that the more intensely people are
motivated toward a goal, or committed to an attained level of values, the more sharply its
interference and the greater is the consequent instigation to aggression.

-Proposition 1.2 The strength of anger tends to vary directly with the intensity of commitment to the
goal or condition with regard to which deprivation is suffered or anticipated.

I.2a: the strength of anger tends to vary directly with the degree of effort previously invested in the
attainment or maintenance of goal or condition.



1.2b: The intensity of commitment to a goal or condition tends to vary inversely with its perceived
closeness.

-Proposition 1.3: The strength of anger tends to vary inversely with the extent to which deprivation is
held to legitimate.

-The environment in which people strive toward goals has two general characteristics that,
frustration-aggression theory suggests, affect the intensity of anger: the degree of interference with
goal attainment and the number of opportunities provided for attainment.

-The Feierabends devised "frustration” measures, based on value capability characteristics of sixty-
two nations, and correlated them with a general measure of degree of political stability, obtaining a
correlation coefficient of .50.

-Much evidence from studies of civil strife suggests that the greater are value opportunities, the less
intense is civil violence.

-Proposition 1.5: The strength of anger tends to vary directly with the proportion of all available
opportunities for value attainment with which interference is experienced or anticipated.

-Whether or not civil violence actually occurs as a response to anger, and its magnitude when it
does occur, are influenced by a number of mediating variables.

-Social Control: The Effects of Retribution

Good experimental evidence indicates that anticipation of retribution is under some circumstances an
effective regulator of aggression. It also has been proposed, and demonstrated in a number of
experimental settings that if aggression is prevented by fear of retribution or by retribution itself, this
interference is frustrating and increases anger.

-Proposition M1: The likelihood and magnitude of civil violence tend to vary curvilinearly with the
amount of physical or social retribution anticipated as a consequence of participation in it, with
likelihood and magnitude greatest medium levels of retribution.

M.la: Any decrease in the perceived likelihood of retribution tends to increase the likelihood and
magnitude of civil violence

-Proposition M.2: Inhibition of civil violence by fear of external retribution tends to in the short run
to increase the strength of anger but in the long run to reduce it.

M.2a: The duration of increased anger under conditions of inhibitions tends to vary with the intensity
of commitment to the value with respect to which deprivation is suffered.

-Several aspects of displacement theory are relevant for civil violence. Miller's basic propositions
about object and response generalization is the formulation that the stronger the fear of retribution
relative to the strength of anger, the more dissimilar will the target of aggression be from the source
of interference and the more indirect will be the form of aggression.

-Object generalization is a crucial variable in determining who will be attacked by the initiators of
particular acts of civil violence, but is only peripheral; to the primary concern of the theory, the
determination of likelihood and the magnitude of violence as such.

-Proposition M.3: The likelihood and magnitude of civil violence tend to vary inversely with the
availability of institutional mechanisms that permit the expression of nonviolent hostility.

-Social Facilitation: Cognitive Factors:

A number of experiments indicate that the presence of stimuli associated with anger instigators is
necessary for most aggressive responses to occur.

-The literature on civil violence suggests at least four specific modes by which such experiences
facilitate violent responses to deprivation. They can (1) stimulate mutual awareness among the
deprived (2) provide explanations for deprivation of ambiguous origin, (3) specify accessible targets
and appropriate forms of violence, and (4) state long-range objectives to be attained through
violence.

-Proposition M.4: The likelihood and magnitude of civil violence tend to vary directly with the
availability of common experiences and beliefs that sanction violent responses to anger.

M.4a: Given the availability of alternative experiences and beliefs, the likelihood that the more
aggressive of them will prevail tends to vary with the strength of anger.

-Social facilitation: Sources of Group Support for Violence

One can distinguish at least three modes by which groups affect individual's disposition to violence:
(1) by providing normative support, (2) by providing apparent protection from retribution, and (3) by
providing cues for violent behavior.

-Propositions M.5: The likelihood and magnitude of civil violence tend to vary directly with the



extent to which deprived occupy organizational and/or ecological settings that provide (1) normative
support through high levels of interaction, (2) apparent protection from retribution, and (3)
congruent models for violent behavior.

-The theoretical framework comprising the ten propositions is formally restricted to physically
violent collective behavior.

-Proposition F.1: The characteristic form of civil violence tends to vary with the differential
incidence of relative deprivation among elite aspirants and masses: (1) mass deprivation alone tend to
be manifested in large-scale civil violence with minimal organization and low intensity; (2) elite-
aspirant deprivation tends to be manifested in highly organized civil violence of high intensity.

F.11: Whether organized and intense civil violence is large scale or small scale is a joint function of
the extent of mass deprivation and the strategic access of deprived elite aspirants to the incumbent
political elite.

108. Guttman, D. (1979). Killers and consumers: The terrorist and his audience. Social Research , 46, 517-526.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: The audience is as vital to the terrorist as it is the actor on the
stage.

-1f he is to succeed in his larger revolutionary goals, he must convince a large number of influential
people that he is really very strong.

-The terrorist's profound and terrorizing effect derives from his willingness to take advantage of the
vulnerabilities that are inherent in civil life; accordingly, there is a real need to establish the
psychological profiles of typical terrorists, so that they can be identified and headed off from the
defenseless groups passengers, shoppers

-When we direct our gaze solely to the terrorist, we confirm for himself and for us his own self-
regard and his personal myth; we confirm his public relations, his view of himself as the ultimate
center of action, the pivot of history.

-Solzhenitsy, also views the terrorist as a product of his liberal audience, a creature of the permissive
rather than the oppressive society.

109. Hacker, F. J. (1976). Crusaders, criminals, crazies: Terror and terrorisms in our time. New York, NY: W. W.
Norton.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: “Crusaders, Criminals and Crazies” was perhaps the first major
popular press release on the psychology of terrorism. Hacker is a psychiatrist and psychoanalyst,
and although his formulations do have a psychodynamic bent, they are also much broader than his
contemporary writers. This is the work that introduced the now popular and colloquial terrorist
typology of Crusaders (idealistically inspired and acting in service of a higher cause), Criminals
(who simply use terrorism for personal gain) and Crazies (often motivated by false beliefs and
perceptions arising from their mental illness). Hacker notes immediately (and correctly) “of course,
the pure type is rarely encountered.” Nevertheless, this effort introduced the notion that there were
differences among terrorists and that the phenomenon and the actors were not monolithic. In
Chapter Six, Hacker provides an intriguing analysis of strategies and techniques that can be (and are)
used to indoctrinate extremist ideology and to dehumanize the enemy (what he calls “rape of the
mind”), including sensory deprivation, brain impressing, creation of “family” environment, having a
monopoly on interpretations, and sense of group belonging.
-In the final section, Hacker draws some general conclusions on the psychology of terrorism many
of which have stood the test of time-for example: that “remediable injustice is the basic motivation
for terrorism™; that “modern expressions of violence are indissoluably tied to justification”; that
terrorism “is neither senseless, mindless, or irrational. It is the purposeful use of strategic aggression
to achieve its objectives.”; that “although terrorism, guerrilla warfare tactics and war strategies may
merge, there are differences between them”; that “the progress of technology and gadgetry tends to
equalize the power differences between the big and the small”; and that “terrorism is a growth
industry that demands little investment.” Hacker’s view of solutions tend to favor the “root cause”
arguments, but this work did break new ground in understanding the complexity of terrorism.
Probably provides no new insights for intelligence analysts, but historically, it is an interesting read.

110. Hacker, F. J. (1983). Dialectical interrelationships of personal and political factors in terrorism . L. Z.
Freedman, & Y. Alexander (Eds), Perspectives on Terrorism (pp. 19-32). Wilmington, DE:




Scholarly Resources.

Call Number: Editor's Annoation: Hacker again attempts to make terrorist acts more comprehensible
by exploring their psychological bases. He touches on a couple of topics (1) Terrorism is theatre
and the public like to view violence and (2) The sometimes fine line between extreme political views
and delusions before introducing his main thesis, which is that terrorists are “justice collectors.” By
this he means, that in response to perceived grievances, terrorists become “insatiable in collecting
justice in retaliation.” He views this as proceeding through four stages: (1) Awareness of an
oppression; (2) Oppression no longer viewed as natural and unavoidable it is social; (3) It is possible
to act against the oppression, therefore one should act against it; (4) “self-help by violence” is seen
as the only effective action. He sees the “root cause” as perceived actionable injustice. Hacker also
proposes that key dynamics in affiliating with terrorist and doing terrorist acts are: (1) attraction to
the excitement and action; (2) Desire to escape cognitive complexity thus reverts to a world where
all things are black and white, us versus them; and (3) fulfilling a need for belonging. His
conclusion is that terrorist tactics should depolarize, deescalate, deglamorize and defuse.” Hacker
does not dwell here on esoteric nuances of psychoanalytic theory (though that is his orientation),
nevertheless his positions are derived from experience, not empirical evidence. They may be useful
as heuristics, but not as facts.

111. Hamden, R. H. (2002). The retributional terrorist: Type 4. C. E. Stout (Ed), The psychology of terrorism: A
public understanding (Vol. 1pp. 166-192). Westport, CT: Praeger Publishers.
Call Number: Published Abstract: Addresses the personality profile, including diagnosis and defense
mechanisms, of the 4 types of terrorist (psychopathic, political ethnogeographic, religious
ethnogeographic, and retributional). The author focuses on the retributional terrorist, who is found to
suffer from posttraumatic stress disorder (PTSD). This person has had no history of pathology and
was not inclined to membership in any particular group, yet suffered a deliberately planned major
atrocity against self, family, community, or all. The author suggests that the terrorist or terrorism-at-
large can be best understood by looking at each individual through a holistic model (cognitive,
emotional, behavioral, and physical factors), and by considering the effects of the environment on
the total person. An appendix lists significant terrorist incidents from 1961 to 2001.

112. Hamilton, L. C., & Hamilton, J. D. (1983). Dynamics of Terrorism . International Studies Quarterly, 27, 39-
54,
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Authors Abstract: There are important controversies over
dynamics of terrorism which have not yet been formally addressed in quantitative social research.
We suggest a class of stochastic models for social contagion which may help to shed light on theses
controversies. Empirical estimates of model parameters were obtained from data on international
terrorism in 16 countries over 1968-1978. We find some evidence suggesting that the tendency of
acts of terrorism to incite further violence is more easily reversed in less democratic, poorer, and less
well educated societies. This suggests that reversal of a terrorism “‘epidemic’ is more likely under
conditions facilitating repression than reform, and that more open societies face particular
difficulties in responding to terrorism effectively.
-Quantitative empirical studies of terrorism are still in their infancy; to date, they have consisted
mainly of whether straight forward tabulations or of attempts to fit simple models of social
contagion. Theoretical formulations have for the most part been preoccupied with issues of
definition and typology.
-Although these authors disagree on the consequence of terrorism, they are in general agreement that
sits origin lies in the oppression and inequities of the system.
-Recent academic studies have employed a paradigm of terrorism dynamics which is quite distinct
from those encountered above. This paradigm, considers the possibility that terrorist incidents may
encourage further violence through a process of imitation or diffusion, giving rise to a dynamics of
terrorism analogous to that observed in the spread of contagious disease. Heyman and Mickolus
(1981), for example, have developed a conceptual scheme for the actual mechanisms by which
terrorism could diffuse internationally and used adjacency mapping techniques to demonstrate that it
does so.
-More recently a chronology of over 3000 incidents of international terrorism has been compiled by
Mickolus (1980).




-The necessary dependence on new-service sources for incident reports creates inevitable biases in
favor of countries with well-developed and unrestrained news media.

-A second limitation of the data is that they refer only to incidents of international terrorism in which
two or more states were somehow involved.

-These bivariate analyses support the general conclusion that terrorism is least reversible in
relatively open and affluent societies.

-We believe that our results offer a preliminary indication that the forces which produce a reversal of
terrorism are stronger in repressive environments than they are in environments more conducive to
moderate reform. Democratic, affluent, and well-educated states seem to have particular difficult in
reversing terrorism, whereas autocratic poor, and uneducated countries do not.

-Despite some tactical successes, terrorism in recent decades can rarely be said to have achieved its
strategic objectives; often its results were opposite of those intended.

113. Harrison, M. The logic of suicide terrorism. Conference on Weapons of Catastrophic Effects Confronting the
Threat .
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors Abstract: Suicide terrorism is the outcome of an
individual rational choice. In the context of an oppressive society, a terrorist organization that
compete for resources provides young people with an incentive to invest in an identity that is
rendered more valuable by death. From this viewpoint acts of suicide terrorism are analyzed as the
outcome of a self-enforcing contract between the young person and the terrorist organization that
recruits him or, less commonly, her. Solutions to a number of empirical puzzles are suggested.
Finally, the phenomenon of suicide attacks is placed in the wider context of terrorism.
-The idea that suicide attackers are acting out religious convictions, although plausible at first sight,
is weakened by three facts. First, most religions, including most versions of Islam, specifically
prohibit both suicide and wanton killing. Second, the idea suicide troops and the cult of a warrior’s
glorious death are not confined to Islam. Third, the voluntary giving up of one’s life is encountered
frequently in many cultures, including our own, but often it is has nothing to do with religion.
-We choose our identities. This identity has a value because it enables us to function to society. The
value of identity is not a new. Economists since Carl Shapiro have analysed “reputation” as an asset.
Reputation is related to identity in the following way: it covers those aspects of my identity that |
make visible to others through my actions. Why is reputation valuable?
-Like anything else that has a durable value, identity is an asset.
-The logic that drives voluntary acts of self-destruction is therefore as follows. Each person who
chooses the death of the self does so because at the given moment death will maintain her most
valuable asset, the identity that she has selected and invested in through her life, but living on will
damage it irreparably. The moment is such that by choosing life she must abandon this identity.
-To grasp the logic of the suicide terrorist, therefore, we need to comprehend the forces that drive
someone to abandon the life-loving identity for which we are selected and instead invest in one that
can only be sustained by premature death.
-1t seems that three elements are involved in this: young people growing up, a conflicted, oppressive
environment, and a terrorist faction. The first element is young people growing up.
-Another factor that appears necessary is a social environment that is conflicted and oppressive to
the point that it has partly crushed the life-loving aspects of the child’s nascent personality, eroding
his capacity to sustain enduring relationships with other human beings.
-The third element that is necessary for suicide terrorism to become established as an outcome of the
adolescent identity crisis is the presence of an organized faction under a leader willing to exploit
terror to build power in society.
-Recent research by Merari concludes that the terrorist faction does not create the young person’s
predisposition to die, but it creates the conditions that convert this predisposition into action.
-More generally, it would seem that a long-term, prerequisite for reducing the potential for
recruitment of suicide terrorists is the easing of communal oppression in the societies from they may
be recruited.

114. Hassel, C. (1977). Terror: The crime of the privileged an examination and prognosis. Terrorism , 4, 1-16.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Authors Abstract: The terrorist is analyzed by examining the
sociological factors that have led privileged members of the middle class to become involved in




terrorism. Sociological aspects of rapid social change are discussed in relation to the current wave of
terrorism, which is traced to its roots in the 1960s. Both a psychological interpretation and one
tracing its philosophical base to various forms of Marxism are considered. In addition, the attraction
of women to the terrorist movements and the cooperation of a variety of terrorist groups on an
international scale are examined. The article includes a prognosis of increases in terrorist attacks on
United States targets both at home and abroad and in the possibility of seizure of nuclear material.
The role of the FBI in countering these threats is presented.

-A psychological phenomenon has been observed when traditional values appear threatened by rapid
social change; for some there is a hardening of established attitudes, a move to a reactionary posture.
Thus there is a polarization of attitudes and a psychological blueprint for deviant, even violent,
behavior. The psychology of the group involved in protest, demonstrations, and even rebellion can
be traced by some to the humans being’s secret love of violence, which is often denied and which
they tend to repress, but which becomes manifest in activities as diverse as lynching, boxing, and
football. One form of mental illness that seems most applicable to the terroristic character is
paranoia. However, middle-class idealistic students are most fascinated by Marxism, especially the
words and thoughts of Trotsky, Lenin, and Lao Tse-tung, but by traditional communism, which they
perceive as merely another form of bureaucratic repression. The left-wing terrorist movement has
been marked by the inclusion of women, not only in traditional menial tasks, such as running the
mimeograph machine, but in activist and leadership roles. Women have been included in combat
assignments in nearly all of the various organizations. Among the women in clearly leadership
positions in the left-wing terrorist milieu are the following: Bernadine Rae Dohrn of the Weather
Underground; the recently deceased Ulrike Meinhf, and Gudrun Ensslin and Angela Luther of the
West German Baader- Meinhof gang; and Fusako Shigenobu of the Japanese Red Army. All of these
women have planned and led combat operations and have been the tacticians and intellectual
theorists of their groups. There is a type of self-aggrandizement that appears to be endemic in the
various terrorist movements, and it seemed to be particularly important to the disaffected young who
involve themselves in terrorism.

115. Haynal, A., & Molnar, M. d. P. (1983). Fanaticism: A historical and psychoanalytical study. New York, NY:
Schocken Books.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Chapter Three (Fanaticism and Civilization: The Psychoanalysis
of Fanaticism) of this text is the main section that addresses issues of psychological relevance. The
authors seek to use psychoanalysis as a method for investigation, not necessarily to find “an
answer.” In essence, the authors view fanaticism as a megalomaniacal condition, rooted in
“narcissistic pathology.” The main pathological manifestation is a sense of (superhuman)
omnipotence. “He regresses to the stage of infantile omnipotence, which implies satisfaction of
desires at the expense of reality, as perceived through knowledge and the limits of human
possibilities.” They further explain that the “all or nothing” or “black and white” thinking of the
fanatic (often a feature of paranoia) “engenders radicalization of thought, channeling aggression
toward an enemy.” There is some further consideration of the role of civilization and numerous case
studies, but overall this work is not oriented to the practical analyst.

116. Heskin, K. (1980). Northern Ireland: A psychological analysis . Dublin : Gill and Macmillan.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: The analytic lens applied in this book is “psychological” in a
broad sense. It does not use clinical concepts and avoids any imputation of mental abnormality or
psychopathology. Most of the pure psychological constructs used come from social psychology.
They are applied here to examine the attitudes and perceptions that people in Northern and Southern
Ireland (and that Irish Protestants and Irish Catholics) have of one another and to explore the social
functions those attitudes serve. Heskin argues that although terrorists often commit horrible acts, the
terrorists themselves (at least in the Northern Ireland context) are not necessarily horrible or
psychopathic people. Rather the social forces that facilitate terrorism among cadres in that region
are the same forces that operate generally in “conflict oriented groups.” The discussion of “conflict
oriented groups” may be the greatest practical value from an operation perspective, but it is hardly
sufficient by itself to form a basis for any intelligence estimate. Beyond this, Heskin presents a rich
description of the evolution of the political unrest Northern Ireland using essentially a
psychohistorical approach and analyzing the complex relationships between religion and politics as




it relates specifically to the region.

117. Heskin, K. (1985). Political violence in Northern Ireland. Journal of Psychology, 119(5), 481-494.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Authors Abstract: This study examined political violence,
focusing on paramilitary activity in Northern Ireland, particularly that of the Provisional Irish
Republican Army. The study argued that the parameters of such behavior are similar in some
important respects for all conflict-oriented groups, whether national armed forces or paramilitary
organizations. The motivation, personal characteristics, and proximate situational influence
involved in the violence in Northern Ireland are considered. The analysis draws on concepts and
research from social psychology and attempts to construct a tentative psychological framework to
facilitate an understanding of political violence.
-The term political violence although sometimes used as if it were synonymous with terrorism, has a
broader definition.
-Political violence (hereafter understood as unofficial) will be discussed under three headings:
motivation, predisposing personality characteristics, and proximate situational determinants. The
primary purpose of this study is to examine concepts and research, particularly within the convenes
of psychology, that seem useful to an understanding of political violence.
-Motivation to Political Violence: Despite the attention that the topic of aggression has enjoyed in
psychology, in recent years it has been left largely to political scientists and other nonpsychologists
to use psychological theories of aggression in an attempt to understand the dynamics of political
violence. Probably the most comprehensive psychological study is that of Gurr (1970). His central
concept was relative deprivation, defined as a perceived discrepancy between value expectations and
value capabilities.
-The concept of relative deprivation, however, does not inherently contain the full explanation of the
onset and development of political violence, even at a macrolevel of analysis.
-Eckstein (1965) drew a distinction between precipitants, those vents that actually start a conflict,
and preconditions, those circumstances that make it possible for precipitants to bring about political
violence.
-Motive moves us along the road to an understanding of political violence, tells us why it comes
about at a general level, but does not address the question of how it happens, at least at a
psychological level.
-Predisposing Personality Characteristics: After motivation, the next question that arises is that of
predisposing personality characteristics. Explicitly, is there any evidence that those who join
conflict-oriented groups are more capable of perpetrating the sort of behavior that intergroup conflict
characteristically demands?
-In the case of terrorist groups, one particularly tenacious, if not tenable notion is that such groups
have a high percentage of psychopaths among their members.
-The vulnerability of this lone of thought has been outlined in some detail elsewhere.
-The idea, however that conflict-oriented groups in general will attract certain types of individuals is
not unreasonable.
-1t would seem likely that conflict oriented groups should contain a higher percentage of
authoritarian individuals.
-The authoritarian personality as described by Adorno, Frenkel-Brunswik, Levinson, and Sanford
(1950), seems ideally suited to military or paramilitary life, with an exaggerated respect for
authority, strong hostility toward outgroups, reliance on convention, and an emphasis on the
importance of force in human affairs.
-The evidence for authoritarianism among terrorist organizations is also slender.
-After all, authoritarianism is not an uncommon or pathological characteristic. Many people broadly
share the motivation of terrorist organizations without resorting to atrocities behavior.
-Two areas of research in social psychology appear to offer assistance in an understanding of these
proximate situational determinants: role theory (Shaw and Costanzo, 1982) and obedience research
(Milgram, 1974)
-All conflict oriented groups have role requirements that involve callousness, brutality, and cruelty
on demand.

118. Heskin, K. (1984). The psychology of terrorism in Northern Ireland . Y. Alexander, & A. O'Day (Eds),



Terrorism in Ireland (pp. 88-105). Kent: Croom Helm.

Call Number: Key Quote Summary: This chapter will address itself mainly to a consideration of the
psychology of republican paramilitary involvement.

-The chapter will concentrate on four key areas of the problem, namely the behavioral domain in
question, possible personality characteristics predisposing the individual to this sort of behavior,
sources of motivation towards paramilitary involvement in the Irish context and finally, proximate
situational determinates of the behavior.

-What exactly is terrorism and what distinguishes it from other forms of violent behavior not called
terrorism.

-In summary, therefore, the behavioral domain of terrorism involves atrocities behavior but it
difficult to draw a rational psychological distinction between terrorist behavior and what appears to
be ‘normal’ behavior in conflict situations.

-Personality characteristics: What sort of person becomes a terrorist? The typical train of thought
here is that since terrorist are psychopathic, then they are predisposed to activities such as those
which terrorism is involved and there activities afford them some form of outlet for their anti-social
tendencies which would, in normal circumstances, result in their running foul of the law.

-On the basis of the evidence, it is argued that the single most likely personality characteristic
predisposing an individual to paramilitary activity in Northern Ireland is authoritarianism, although
one not arguing that all terrorist are authoritarian anymore than one would argue that no terrorist is a
psychopath.

-Motivation: Why do people join terrorist groups? One potential source of motivation for
paramilitary involvement in Northern Ireland lies in the high levels of unemployment, poor standard
of housing, high prices and low incomes characteristic of the province in comparison to the areas of
the United Kingdom.

-All of the evidence tends to suggest the diversity of backgrounds from which members of
Republican terrorist groups come, and the importance of life-events in motivating young people to
join these organizations. Clearly, it is perfectly possible in Northern Ireland for a young to have a
good upbringing in a good family, with or without Republican traditions, to have normal interests
and pursuits, to be hard-working and still to perceive, in the light of his experience, that paramilitary
activity is the only solution to the problems.

-Proximate situational determinants: How can people commit terrorist acts?

-If the individual has a personality suited to the demands of a conflict oriented group, and if his
background, for one reason or another, has provided a motivation to engage in paramilitary activity,
there are still remains a formidable hurdle to cross to arrive at the sorts of behavior mentioned in the
first section of this chapter. How can normal, everyday people cross this hurdle? The key to this
puzzle, | believe, can be found in experimental social psychology.

-Research by Stanly Milgram (1974) in the United States has shown very clearly that ordinary
individuals are quite capable of very cruel behavior in the right circumstances.

-They have also been replicated with similar results in other countries (Mantell, 1974; Kilham, and
Mann, 1974; Shanab and Yahya, 1977).

-A revealing experiment by Zimbardo and his associates (1973) also gives us pause to reflect from a
somewhat different angle.

-So how do people break the grip of those norms and the effects of years of social training
inculcating such values as kindness and consideration for others? Milgram (1974) has suggested
some interesting reason why his subjects behaved the way they did.

-First, Miligram proposes that the experimental situation and inherent binding factors such a
politeness to the had experimenter, the obligation to fulfill a promise to participate and the
awkwardness and embarrassment of withdrawal.

-Second, Milgram proposes that there were ‘adjustment factors’ which served to distance the subject
from the effects of his behavior on his victim. Subjects became involved in the technical aspects of
their task.

119. Heyman, E., & Mickolus, E. (1980). Imitation by Terrorists: Quantitative approaches to the study of diffusion
patterns in transnational terrorism . Y. Alexander, & J. M. Gleason (Eds), Behavioral and
guantitative perspectives on terrorism (pp. 175-228). New York: NY: Pergamon.

Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Spatial diffusion refers to the spread of a particular phenomenon,




or class of phenomena, within a given environment over time. The topic of our discussion is the
diffusion of transnational terrorism within the international system.

-This chapter explores new analytical techniques for understanding how and why terrorism diffuses
in the international system. We, infer on the basis of our research, that terrorism does, in fact
diffuse. The acts which confront us are not random occurrences arising out of spontaneous
generation. Our inference is bolstered with a discussion of adjacency maps which illustrate the
spatial distribution of transnational terrorist incidents. We will also explore a new application of
Markov chains to determine the stability of the international system, and find the equilibrium states
of terrorist activity within certain geopolitical regions of the world.

-Conceptually, diffusion describes or "explains" changes in the observed spatial distribution or
location of a phenomenon over time.

-We can identify four types of diffusion processes: relocation, expansion, contagion, and
hierarchical. The first two deal with the pattern movement, while the latter two deal more directly
with the mechanics of the diffusion process.

-Contagious diffusion is the spread of phenomenon through direct interpersonal contact between
diffusers and adopters.

-Hierarchical diffusion, on the other hand, applies where distance is not the strongest influence on
interaction. Hierarchical diffusion describes the spread of new innovations, or commands through a
structured network.

-Markov chains show the probable movement of a process between states. Markov chains consist of
a set of undefined states, and a set of real numbers called transition probabilities.

-The following observations can be made from the adjacency maps and the two sets of Markov
chains: 1) The diffusion process is hierarchical between regions at first, and then becomes
contagious within the regions, 2) the rate of contagion varies according to region, and according to
the type of incident. 3)Incidents tend to diffuse more rapidly in Latin America. Western Europe
tends to have the highest levels of activity. 4)Border contiguity appears to account for a large
amount of diffusion.5) Some regions seem immune to particular types of incidents. 6) Theoretically,
the diffusion of any phenomenon within a finite population will reach a saturation point. 7)The
highest level of activity, aggregated by region, moved over time from Latin America, to the Middle
East, and then to Western Europe. 8) The Markov chains show that Western Europe is prone to high
levels of activity over the long run. 8)The Markov chains also indicate a long-term tendency for the
international system to absorb increasing numbers of transnational terrorist incidents.

-Four hypotheses to account for the diffusion of transnational terrorism: 1) Spontaneous generation:
This explanation posits that there is no connection between the various incidents or location of
terrorist incidents. 2) Cooperation between groups (hierarchical expansion). 3) Actual transport
(hierarchical relocation). 4) Influence and imitation (contagious expansion).

-Summary: Bringing the concept of spatial diffusion to the study of terrorism generates the following
hypotheses. First, it suggests that spontaneous generation is a random component of the diffusion
process. Second, it suggest that terrorism diffuses throughout the international system by means of
imitation, by direct interpersonal contact, and by the relocation or movement of individual terrorist
to new locations.

120. Heyman, E., & Mickolus, E. (1980). Observation on why violence spreads. International Studies Quarterly,
24, 299-305.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: With their article “Why violence spreads,” Midlarsky et al.
(1980) have joined a small but growing group of scholars raising new and stimulating questions
about terrorism and the environment in which it occurs.
-Like all new fields, however, the quantitative study of terrorism is fraught with obstacles, The three
looming largest are data reliability, the selection of a level of analysis and universe of discourse, and
making the transition from quantitative analysis to substantive argument and explanation.
-Each of the above findings affects the ease with which the authors explain their empirical findings.
-Terrorism and related political phenomena do not diffuse at the national level, however. Terrorism
diffuses among what Scott (1979) refers to as “subcultures™, in this case, terrorists groups.
-The authors do not empirically demonstrate that terrorism spread from Latin America to western
Europe; rather, they infer that a contagion process is present. They base that inference, however, on
an argument contained in Heyman and Mickolus (forthcoming). That article suggests contagion is




but one process involved in the apparent diffusion of terrorism.

-Principal among these as they relate to terrorism are (1) intergroup cooperation-such as when
terrorist meet with one another to exchange idea, intelligence, training, funds, and support,-and (2)
transport of terrorism from one location to another by terrorists who move to where their victims are
weakest or where they can maximize the impact of an incident.

-Evidence suggests that transportation as well as contagion was active in the spread of terrorism
from Latin America to Europe.

121. Heyman, M. N. (1982). The psychologist in operational support. The Police Chief, 49(1), 125-129.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: To the psychologist engaged in operations, terrorists and
terrorist groups are just like any other targets of concern to the police or to the intelligence
community. We want to know: Who is this guy? What makes him tick? How should we tailor our
efforts against him?
-Testing and Profiling Individual Targets- It may seem strange to think of administering
psychological tests or otherwise developing useful psychological profiles on individual terrorists
who are on the other side of a barricade or who, worse still, we haven’t even identified.
-Profiling Groups- Many of the same techniques that are used for classifying or profiling individuals
can be used to profile and understand groups of people.
-1t is also possible to work from written products of terrorist or other criminal or dissident groups.
Terrorism is, after all, an act of political theater. No terrorist group can achieve its goals without
communicating with the rest of the world. Those communications can be analyzed to tell us who the
writers are as well as what the writers want. -
-Selecting Members for the Counter-Terrorist Team- The successful SWAT member is a rugged,
independent, self-reliant, and self-sufficient person: but he is now a loner. He is very responsive to
the real world, he knows what’s going on, but he doesn’t get overwhelmed by it. Emotionally, the
successful SWAT member is “cool” and detached.
-The Psychologist in Relation to the Counter-Terror Team- Should the psychologist be a member of
the action team? - His primary role is support he should be an “on board” member of your
management team.
-Selecting Psychologists who are Suited to the Task- I think it follows from what 1’ve been saying,
that you are looking for someone who can be a comfortable part of your team- both for the team and
for him.
-In order to support you operationally, your candidate psychologist should have: a background in
psychological assessment ,a background in indirect assessment ,a willingness to research the relevant
areas of psychology, sociology, criminology, and related disciplines for background that he can
bring to bear on your critical problems, a sense of values that will not be in conflict with the practical
realities of police work, a willingness to accord you top priority in crisis situations ,a sincere interest
in police work.

122. Higson-Smith, C. (2002). A community psychology perspective on terrorism: Lessons from South Africa. C.
E. Stout (Ed), The psychology of terrorism: Programs and practices in response and prevention (Vol.
3pp. 3-22). Westport, CT: Praeger Publishers.

Call Number: Published Abstract: The aim of this chapter is to look critically at some of the
assumptions made about terrorism by some writers on that subject, and to explore briefly several
social factors that might protect society from this form of violence. The author focuses specifically
on terrorism in South Africa from a community psychology perspective and ecological
understanding of society. Civil violence and terrorism are examined historically and culturally. The
prevailing manners of responding to terrorism in South Africa, the "denial” and "ingroup policing"
strategies are examined.

123. Hilke, R., & Kaiser, H. J. (1979). Terrorism - Can Psychology Offer a Solution. Psychologische Rundschau,
30(2), 88-98.
Call Number: Published Abstract: Discusses how much existing psychological theories can explain
and control the behavior of terrorists. Classical aggression theories and traditional individual
psychology have had little success. Better answers may be provided by a social theory of action in
which acts of violence are interpreted as rational in the sense of being a means to an end. Important




progress in the analysis of terrorism, its causes and background, is expected from interdisciplinary
research.

124. Hoffman, B. (1998). Inside terrorism . New York : Columbia University Press.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This is a practical, well-informed account of the evolution of
modern terrorism in its various manifestations. Hoffman offers his forecast (as of 1998) for future
trends many of which have been realized. Despite having a chapter titled: “The Modern Terrorist
Mindset” there is not much psychological or behavioral perspective here on terrorist behavior.
Nevertheless, a good historical and “big picture” narrative of terrorism.

125. Hoffman, B. (2003). The logic of suicide terrorism. The Atlantic Monthly, 291(5), 40-47.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Hoffman determines the logic behind suicide terrorism. The
fundamental characteristics of suicide bombing, and its strong attraction for the terrorist
organizations behind it are universal. They are less complicated and compromising than other kind
of terrorist operations. The suicide bombers have produced psychological effects that reach beyond
the immediate victims of the attack.

126. Hoffman, B. (1999). The mind of the terrorist: Perspectives from social psychology. Psychiatric Annals, 29(
6), 337-340.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Contrary to both popular belief and media depiction, most
terrorism is neither crazed nor capricious. Terrorists use violence (or the threat of violence) because
they believe that only through violence can their cause triumph and their long term political aims be
attained.
-Terrorism is also a means to communicate a message.
-All terrorists groups seek targets that are lucrative from their point of view. As such, they employ
tactics that are constant with their overriding political aims.
-All terrorists have one other trait in common: they live in the future, that distant yet imperceptibly
close point in time when they will assuredly triumph over their enemies and attain the ultimate
realization of their political destiny. For the religious groups, this future is divinely decreed and the
terrorist themselves specifically anointed to achieve it.
-David Rapoport, for example estimates that the life expectancy of at least 90% of terrorist
organizations is less then 1 year and that nearly half of those that make it that far cease to exist
within a decade.
-In modern times ethno-nationalist terrorist groups typically have lasted the longest and have been
most successful.
-Success for ethno-nationalist terrorist organizations has rarely involved the actual realization of
their stated long-term goals of either self-determination or nationhood.
-The resiliency of these groups is doubtless a product of the relative ease with which that are able to
draw sustenance and support from an already existent constituency
-The ethno-nationalist's comparative success, however, may have as much to do with the clarity and
tangibility of the envisioned future
-The articulation of so concrete and comprehensible a goal is by far the most potent and persuasive
rallying cry.
-The inability to coherently, much less cogently, articulate their future plans possibly explains why
the left-wings' terrorist campaigns have historically been the least effectual.

127. Hoffman, B. (1999). Terrorism and weapons of mass destruction: an analysis of trends and motivations.
Santa Monica, CA: Rand Corp.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Although the conventional wisdom previously held that
terrorists were more interested in publicity than in killing, recent terrorist attacks such as the 1995
nerve gas attack in a Tokyo subway and the bombing of a federal government office building in
Oklahoma City have either crossed into the domain of use of weapons of mass destruction (WMD)
or involved the deliberate infliction of large numbers of casualties. This paper examines three
reasons that may account for terrorism's increasing lethality: (1) the proliferation of religious
terrorism, in which violence assumes a transcendental dimension; (2) the rise of "amateur" terrorists
loosely organized groups of individuals with particular grievances who are able to gain WMD




expertise from publicly available sources; and (3) the growing sophistication and competence of
professional terrorist organizations. A confluence of new motives, opportunities, and capabilities
could impel any of these groups to employ a chemical, biological, or nuclear weapon or radioactive
device. Given even the possibility of future terrorist use of such weapons, no nation can afford to
consider terrorism to be among its least serious or complex of security issues.

128. Holloway, H. C., & Norwood, A. (1997). Forensic psychiatric aspects of terrorism . R. G. Lande, & D. T.
Armitage (Eds), Principles and practice of military forensic psychiatry (pp. 409-445). Springfield,
IL : Charles, C. Thomas.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This chapter is written to provide a broad introduction to the topic
of terrorism for the military forensic psychiatrist. As such, it mostly summarizes what has been
repeated by others and does not present any new data or theories.

129. Horgan, J. (2003). The case of first-hand research. A. Silke, & G. llardi (Eds), Researching terrorism: Trends,
successes, failures . London: Frank Cass and Co.
Call Number: Published Abstract: Social science efforts to systematically research terrorist
behaviour have yet to convincingly demonstrate their greater potential. It is unfortunate that much
academic research on terrorism, despite (or perhaps because of) its increasingly prescriptive nature,
remains misinformed, skewed in nature but perhaps most significantly, unsupported by empirical
enquiry. Reasons for this include a general reluctance to admit that our analyses (however plausible)
remain limited in part by our perceptions both of the concept and phenomenon of terrorism, this in
turn markedly influenced by our reluctance to engage in first hand research with people who are, or
have been, involved in terrorist violence the very prospect still remains unpalatable to many. This
Chapter modestly presents a variety of practical issues for consideration in the hope that it may
ultimately help lead to an increased acceptance that field research on terrorist behaviour is not only
viable, but represents a research tool which we need to seriously exploit and subject to comparative
analysis (e.g. of individual researchers’ experiences to begin with). A case study of the author’s
experiences in Ireland illustrates a variety of themes, but seek to assert that exciting data with
subsequent extensive hypothesis testing and theory formation will become an inevitable implication
of employing such methodologies. Given the perennial problems highlighted by scholars of political
violence, the space to vocally develop such avenues deserves support and researchers should be
encouraged to disclose their experiences of first-hand research.

130. Horgan, J. (2003). Leaving terrorism behind: An individual perspective. A. Silke (Ed), Terrorist, victims, and
society: Psychological perspectives on terrorism and its consequence (pp. 109-130). London: John
Wiley.

Call Number: Published Abstract: It is no secret that most psychologically based commentary on
terrorist behaviour has primarily focused on understanding why people become terrorists. Despite
how relatively little progress we have made via a now sterile yet persistent debate about individual
terrorist pathologies, it is at the expense of valuable opportunities being explored that this issue
remains perceived as the forefront of ‘what psychologists have to say about terrorists’. Despite this,
the issues surrounding how and why people leave terrorism behind are as fascinating and important
as the more frequently asked questions about terrorist behaviour. Despite our apparent advances in
understanding terrorism more generally, exceptionally little is known or understood about what
happens to influence people to leave terrorism behind. This chapter represents a modest attempt both
to shed light on what is such a rarely addressed area and to suggest a variety of issues that may
contribute to a research agenda.

131. Horgan, J. (2003). The search for the terrorist personality. A. Silke (Ed), Terrorist, victims, and society:
Psychological perspectives on terrorism and its consequence (pp. 3-27 ). London: John Wiley.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This chapter addresses only the mostly academic issue of the
‘terrorist personality’, its uncomfortable presence in the literature, and its increasingly comfortable
relationship with conventional wisdom and common sense neither of which are very useful in
understanding the terrorist.
-By and large, however, there remains little to support the argument that terrorists can or should be
necessarily regarded as psychopathic owing to the nature of the offences committed.




-Loyalty in the face of continuing hardship and unrelenting commitment to the greater ideological
cause and movement are qualities that go hand in hand with being a member of an illegal,
underground organization.

-A distinct body of research in support of the argument that the terrorist is psychologically dissimilar
to non-terrorists. Some of this research is dated (a few considerably).

-In the context of a scientific study of behaviour (which implies at least a sense of rigour) such
attempts to assert the presence of a terrorist personality, or profile, are pitiful.

-According to Tittmar (1992), we ought to consider the Frustration Aggression Hypothesis (FAH).
-Although Friedland (1992) finds this explanation ‘compelling” (p.83), several limitations of the
model do exist. Ferracuti (1982) criticized this psychological approach, as well as derivatives of the
FAH, as potential explanations of terrorist and other political violence on the grounds that: “this
moves the problem from the social universe to the idoverse, and motives and countermotives are
superficially handled’ (p.139).

-The adaptation of the FAH in understanding terrorism was, it seems, “..done by various authors with
little apparent regard for modification that the transition from the individual to the group might
necessitate’ (Friedland, 1992, p.85).

-The FAH and its derivatives (e.g. the Relative Deprivation Hypothesis initially proposed by Gurr
(1970) (see also Birrell, 1972; Friedland, 1992 and Heskin, 1980, 1984)) must remain seriously
limited analytical tools in the context of explaining terrorism, both on the individual and collective
bases.

-Attempts to portray ‘narcissism’ as central to terrorist motivation (popular in political psychology)
have been common since the original West German study that suggested it.

-Peralstein regards the theory of narcissism aggression as a worthy successor to the FAH, and cites
references to narcissism as a supportive theme in explaining why people turn to terrorism.

-Konrad Kellen (1982) was one of the first to emphasize the applicability of psychodynamic theory,
and in examining the case of former West German terrorist Hans-Joachim Klein.

-Others have incorporated one or more elements of psychodynamic theory within their research in
other ways (e.g Kaplan, 1982; Lacqueur, 1977), some subtle, others not, but an attractive (and
somewhat less contentious) focus for several researchers has been on “identification” or “ldentity”,
still rooted in psychodynamic theory (with less emphasis on stricter Freudians notions).

-In a helpful review, Silke (1998) argued that ‘most serious researchers in the field at least nominally
agree with the position that terrorists are essentially normal individuals’ (p.53) (Emphasis added).
-First, one can identity evidence in support of the position that terrorist are not necessarily
characterized by distinct personality traits.

-Gustav Morf (1970), in one of the very first studies to inform terrorist psychology, neither observed
nor recorded distinct personality traits in his analysis of the Front de Liberation du Quebec (FLQ) in
Canada. Rasch (1979), a German psychiatrist, studies 11 male and female members of the Baader-
Meinhof group, his conclusions revealing a complete absence of any indications of paranoia,
psychopathy, fanaticism, or any other psychotic or neurotic illness in his subjects.

-Corrado (1981) could find no reliable systematic evidence in support of such claims, and the Italian
Red Brigades were also unlikely candidates for psychological abnormality.

-In the Irish context psychiatrists Lyons and Harbinson found that in a study to compare 47 “political
murderers’ with 59 ‘non-political murderers’, the politically motivated killers generally came from
more stable backgrounds and the incidence of psychologically disturbance was much less than in the
‘ordinary criminals’.

-The rigour of research pointing to either explicit or implicit abnormality, or to the existence of a
“terrorist personality’, is such that its propositions are built on unsteady, theoretical and conceptual
foundations.

132. Horgan, J. (2003). The social and psychological characteristics of terrorism and terrorists. A Forerunner to
fighting terrorism for humanity: A conference on the roots of evil Norwegian Institute of
International Affairs and Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Highlights complexity of terrorism and how its manifestations
and participants have changed over time. Suggests there are likely numerous pathways by which
people enter, remain, or leave a terrorist organization.
-Seach for root causes seeks single explanation




-Also wrong to think that eliminating terrorists grievence will eliminate terrorism
-Frames some questions of social and psychological factors in terrorism that could be investigated
empirically

133. Horgan, J. (2000). Terrorism and political violence: A psychological perspective . Unpublished doctoral
dissertation, University College.
Call Number: Dissertation Classified and Not Available

134. Horgan, J., & Taylor, M. (2001). The making of a terrorist . Jane's Intelligence Review , 13(12), 16-18.
Call Number: Editor's Annoation: Emphasis need to understand the development and manifestations
of terrorism in context.
-Reiterate that there is no single cause and that most terrorists do not result from psychopathology.
-Encourages viewing religious ideology as a terrorist tool.
-Suggests efforts to uncover a terrorist profile or personally are ill-conceived.
-What we know of actual terrorism suggests that there is rarely a conscious decision to become a
terrorist most involvement in terrorism results from gradual exposure toward extreme behavior.
-Factors influencing decisions to enter, assume a particular role or even to leave a terrorist
organization may be distinct and unrelated to each other.

-Becoming, Remaining, Leaving

-Argues for the value of "talking to terrorists" in CT research and that there is value to studying
groups even when not active.
Key Quote Summary: A popular approach to terrorism by academia has been to attempt to profile
terrorists, whether in a psychological sense or across socio-political dimensions, experience suggest
it has little value in the case of terrorists.
-Given the diversity of terrorist behavior and function, there can be little or no predictive utility in
using personality traits to understand terrorists.
-What we know of actual terrorists suggests that there is rarely a conscious decision made to become
a terrorist. Most involvement in terrorism results from gradual exposure and socialisation towards
extreme behavior.
-A fundamental distinction can be made then in analysing the factors at work at the different stages
of becoming remaining and leaving or terminating involvement.
-1t is a necessary step to listen to what terrorist have to say first hand.

135. Horgan, J., & Taylor, M. (1997). The provisional Irish Republican army: Command and functional structure.
Terrorism and Political Violence, 9(3), 1-32.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Abstract: The provisional Irish Republican Army (PIRA) has
long been regarded as one of the most highly organized and sophisticated terrorist groups the world
has seen. The command and functional structure of this large, hierarchically-organized movement is
outlined here. The adaptability of the PIRA is noteworthy as demonstrated through a major
structural and functional reorganization accentuated by external pressures. While the threat of PIRA
terrorism continues, recommendations are emphasized for understanding and encouraging analyses
of the command and functional structures of an organization such as this.
-The Irish Republican Army (IRA) has had the longest running paramilitary campaign the modern
world has yet seen.
-This largely ideological split saw the emergence of the Provisional IRA (PIRA), and the Official
IRA. The Provisionals, or Provos, have since followed a much more violent campaign aligned with
political struggle than their occasional counterparts.
- The PIRA, allied with their political wing, Provisional Sinn Fein (PSF), or Sinn Fein, are an overly
nationalist movement seeking the removal of British rule from Northern Ireland
-The PIRA’s modus operandi has incorporated bombings, shootings, attacks, beatings, high-profile
assassinations and kidnappings. The movement has been extensively involved in extortion and
armed robberies, and has a sophisticated financial network not unlike that of any large business.
- PIRA tactics have changed, indeed evolved, remarkably throughout its current almost 30-year long
campaign. During the 1970s, the organization’s tactics often appeared quite indiscriminate,
incurring many civilian casualties in its sometimes spectacular bombing attacks. The PIRA has
become more discriminate in the wake of Sinn Fein’s elevation as an acceptable representative of the




Republican electorate and also with the development of a sophisticated organizational strategy which
now belies almost all PIRA activities.

- Command and Functional Structure- The PIRA has a cellular-based, hierarchically-organized
authoritarian structure ensuring both operational and non-operational efficiency. The active
membership of the movement does not exceed a few hundred at any one time.

- Non-operational members have roles to play in hiding weapons and in moving weapons away from
a scene.

-*Safehouses’ often offer refuge to a member who may be ‘on the run’ following an incident.

- Taylor draws our attention to Robert Clark’s study of the Basque ETA, an organization quite
similar to the PIRA. He notes Clark’s illustrations of the complexity of ETA by reference to an
organizational table bearing remarkable similarities with the functional organizational chart of a
large business.

- PIRA- an organization having numerous roles to fill, as in any large business, each role having
specific responsibilities while still allowing for accountability to ‘same-level” peers or higher
authorities.

- General Army Convention- More often than not, we regard the PIRA leadership as being what we
know as the ‘Army Council’. However, the General Army Convention (GAC) is the organization’s
‘Supreme Army’ Authority. In actual practice the purpose of the GAC is simply to elect (by ballot)
‘Army Executive’ (a body of twelve members) who in turn elect the Army Council.

- The GAC is often mistakenly viewed as a distinct body, or unit, within the PIRA command
structure, but it is important to note that it is not: it is simply an organized meeting of delegates-
Army Executive- Next in line is termed the ‘Army Executive’. This is a board of 12 senior and very
experienced PIRA veterans, said to meet “at least once every six months’.-Army Council and
General Headquarters

- The PIRA’s Constitution describes the ‘Army Council’ as *...the Supreme Authority when the
General Army Convention is not in session’.- In practice however, the Army Council organizes and
controls the strategy and tactics of the PIRA’s war efforts.

- Once elected by the Army Executive, the seven Army Council members select a Secretary,
Chairperson, and a Chief of Staff.- We must now distinguish the Army Council from Northern
Command and Southern Command which in turn must be distinguished from GHQ

.- “Northern Command’ refers to both a PIRA operational area and a definite command structure.

- The relevance of Southern Command areas to Northern Command’s operational successes is
debatable.

- A General Headquarters staff of usually 50-60 people is responsible for the overall maintenance
and conduct of PIRA activities, as directed by Army Council policies. These are not “full-time
workers’ in a traditional sense- General Headquarters is currently based in Dublin and it consists
usually of 10 departments. Each department is then composed of ‘Director’, or ‘Officer’ and 4-5
staff members, or subordinate assistants.

- Department of Quartermaster and the Quartermaster General

- The Quartermaster General, an Army Council delegate, has as his main role control over the
procurement, transportation and storage of PIRA armaments

- Security Department and the Adjutant General

- Issues of internal security and discipline are the responsibility of the ‘Adjutant General’ (AG) and
his staff.- there is tentative evidence to support the notion that the PIRA does in fact make use of
individuals of a particularly brutal nature for the conduct of punishment attacks (and beating in
particular): in the words of a former PIRA gunman, to deliver a beating was described as a task for
‘someone else’ in that ‘I could never do that’.

- The person in charge of this department is known as the Operations Commander, or Director of
Operations. At the time of writing, sources indicate that he is responsible for overseeing all PIRA
operations

- Foreign Operations- The head of this department (sometimes referred to as the ‘England
Department’) is known as the Foreign Officer

- He is currently thought responsible for the co-ordination of primary and incidental operations in
England (e.g. bombings and armed robberies) and remains in strong liaison with the Operations
Commander in Dublin. The Foreign Officer is responsible for overseeing the recruitment of so-
called ‘sleepers’



- Finance- PIRA (and some PSF) funding requirements are the responsibility of this department. The
PIRA has been involved in extensive fund-raising activities, some of which demonstrate
considerable sophistication. Sources of funding include armed robberies (not necessarily confined to
Ireland, it must be noted) from banks, post offices, and building societies. Activities also include
money-laundering, fraud, extortion and trade in counterfeit goods (e.g. video-tapes, CDs, brand-
name jeans)- PIRA annual income is currently estimated as at least IR10 million.

- Training- This GHQ department is responsible for organizing adequate training of all PIRA
recruits.- Training camps are thought to be located in remote areas, sometimes in isolated farmland
(often donated for ‘use’ by sympathetic locals) or in mountainous areas. For new recruits, training
may involve military drill and weapons training, physical exercise, engineering lessons (for those
instructed in bomb-making) and even educational guidance.

- Engineering- The Engineering department occupies a key role in determining PIRA operational
successes and co-ordinates research and development of all armaments.- Intelligence and Training
and Continuing Education in Intelligence- Intelligence is vital to both the operational successes and
organizational survival of the PIRA

- During Volunteer training, recruits are educated and informed of ways in which they are expected
to both evaluate information and report it.- An example of how important the PIRA views the
security of its organization is that a full assessment and ‘screening’ of all recruits or potential recruits
is made.

-Education and Publicity- These two Departments sometimes involve considerable overlap.- The
Publicity department has apparently emerged as one of “increasing importance’ to the PIRA through
the evolution of PSF’s political activities.-The Active Service Unit (ASU) contains the PIRA’s
Volunteers, that is the individuals who directly carry out military operations such as shootings or
bombings.

- Overall, there generally appears to be two different ‘types’ of PIRA Volunteer.

- First, there is the part-time Volunteer. These include men and women who hold ‘regular’ work
positions in their communities but who adopt operational membership- Second, there are full-time
Volunteers, who are fewer in number than the part-time members.

- These Volunteers do not have regular ‘ordinary”’ jobs.

- they receive a weekly allowance from the organization.- There is no ‘profile’ of a Provisional IRA
Volunteer and certainly, we must acknowledge that there is no meaningful psychological profile of
Volunteers. Activists vary in age and background. Most are male. White and Falkenberg White
noted the age for Volunteers as ranging from ‘roughly 15 to 40 or so years of age’, with some
members in the 1970s being as young as 11, 14, and 15 (p.111). Generally, the youngest of today’s
recruits are about 17-18 years old.- ASUs are generally trained and designed to specialize in specific
tasks, e.g. robberies, shootings, bombings, internal security, intelligence-gathering on specific
targets, etc.

- each ASU is composed of usually four VVolunteers and one OC. This OC has at his/her disposal a
group of staff including an 10 (Intelligence Officer) and Education Officer (who turn up at training
camps and gives lectures, advice and training in computer-interrogation). Each cell is currently
believed responsible for arranging its own financing for various operational costs which it may
incur.

- For operational purposes, the PIRA distinguishes between rural and urban ASUs.

- Communication between cells is confined where possible to the OC of each cell.- Security sources
acknowledge and currently emphasize that to understand and appreciate the PIRA’s military
successes (in the form of ASU-executed operations), we must understand the origins of the role and
function of this command structure.

- Operational Consideration and Functional Efficiency- The present cellular structure was adopted as
part of a major internal reorganization for the PIRA between 1976 and 1978

- In the time leading up to this reorganization, it had become obvious to the PIRA that to survive, the
organization strongly needed to change.

- The structures as they stand today strongly mitigate against the damaging losses incurred through
the informant procedures while also guarding against suffering heavy losses through infiltration.

- During operations, ASUs are required to operate away from the areas from which the Volunteers
came.- Garda sources confirm to there being ‘no shortage of young, dedicated Volunteers to fill the
ranks’ of the PIRA. This has been highlighted with recruitment which continued throughout the
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recent 1994-96 cease-fire.- certain qualities are sought- dedication and commitment are attributes
which potential recruits must appear to have as the following comments from 2 former ASU
members ( the second now a Command figure) indicate: When you join the ‘Ra, you’re told straight
up, you’ll either spend a long time in jail or you’ll die.

- If, Volunteers are plentiful and never in short supply, it may appear unusual that we do not observe
a greater incident rate than we do- A number of factors explain why the PIRA are seen as to be
restrained in this.

- First we note that attacks are not carried out unless there is a high probability of successes.-
Second, we must note that the prevailing political and organizational climate controls the frequency
and indeed type of operations which are conducted.

- ASUs continue to operate to some extent with a degree of autonomy.- The PIRA in this sense has
become more decentralized- the leadership paradoxically having ‘less control over strategy and thus
less power to prevent the civilian casualties that provoke public opprobrium and internal dissent.

- In theory, of course, the larger hierarchic group is more efficient, secure, organized and effective.
This becomes clear when we examine decision-making processes in the context of group and
organization structures and dynamics. The smaller groups have a much looser structure than the
larger groups. This automatically accentuates leadership disputes. In a small group, decision-
making cannot be encouraged if there are many different voices expressing conflicting views. As
Post notes, the group is thereby less secure: it is too susceptible to the problems of group decision-
making. For the terrorist cell operating within a hierarchically

-organized and large command structure, however, decision-making tends to be much more
centralized. If we examine the role of ASUs within the Provisional IRA, for example, they have
relatively little effect on the decision-making process. This in turn ensures that ASU members
cannot compromise decision-making.

- Some of the negative features, however, (not only of small groups, but) of large groups where
security and other strategic concerns become paramount is that, as in the example of the PIRA, ASU
members may become ‘insensitive’ to their operational environment (this may differ, however,
between rural and urban-based cells). This can result in a rather paradoxical anonymity for the
Nationalist terrorist organization whose group and organizational dynamics owe much to the role of
the supportive environment in order to flourish. As outlined, the PIRA makes clear distinctions
between ‘leaders’ and ‘followers’. As Post indicates, for any terrorist organization, the perceived
locus of authority can have quite a major impact on internal dynamics. The ‘working ability’ of
terrorist groups may become somewhat problematic if, as Post describes, leaders are offered as
available targets for dissent within the group. Post concedes that a large aspect of the problem of
splits and factionalism is a simple result of leader ‘wanting to do his own thing’.- The remarkable
evolution of this organization has been characterized by internal learning, an exceptional ability to
adapt, reorganize and restructure, and the impressive development of a highly efficient and
multidimensional support apparatus.

L. (1992). Terrorism roots, impact, responses. New York: Praeger Publishers.

Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This is an edited text arising from a series of lectures delivered at
the University of California, Irvine during the 1989-90 academic year. Three or four chapters
address topics of psychological interest. Those are: (Ch. 3) Middle Eastern Terrorism: Its
Characteristics and Driving Forces by Khalid Duran; (Ch. 4) How Terrorists Think: What
Psycology Can Contribute to Understanding Terrorism by Martha Crenshaw; (Ch. 5) Becoming a
Terrorist: Social and Individual Antecedents by Nehemia Friedland; and (Ch. 8) Law-intensity
Conflict: Terrorism and Guerrilla Warfare in the Coming Decades by Bruce Hoffman. Chapters
four and five each have their own annotation in this compendium. Duran’s contribution in chapter
three presents a decent argument that terrorism is not unique to, nor inherent in Islam. It does not,
however, provide new operationally relevant insights into Islamist ideology. Hoffman’s chapter
gives his prognostications about the form that terrorism is likely to take in the future (written in
1990) drawing parallels, forecasting (accurately, as we now know) how terrorism is likely to
manifest in the form of insurgency and guerrilla warfare. He does offer some general
recommendations for counterterrorism policy, which although strategic, are not particularly
psychological.




137. Hubbard, D. G. (1986). The psychodynamics of terrorism . A. T. Adeniran, & R. A. Kilmarx (Eds),

International Violence (pp. 43-53). New York, NY: Praeger.

Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Despite its title, this chapter does not focus on psychoanalytic
explanations for terrorism. Surprisingly, the author, who previously has written on the topic from a
psychoanalytic perspective, now offers a much more biological view focusing specifically on the
roles of epinephrine, acetylchome, and endorphins on human behavior. The discussion does not
emphasize anything unique about terrorism and the arguments reach beyond what was then (or is
now) known about psychological bases of behavior. No scientific or heuristic significance for
operational personnel.

138. Hubbard, D. G. (1971). The skyjacker: His flights of fantasy. New York, NY: Macmillan.

139. Hudson,

Call Number: Editor's Annotation: This early work by psychiatrist David Hubbard attempts to apply
a psychoanalytic understanding to illuminate the psyche of the skyjacker. In fairness, this is one of
the first psychological explorations of terroristic behavior; it was written during a time when
psychoanalytic theory was more dominant in the psychiatric community; it does include some
systematic analysis from small samples (albeit limited); and he leads with the following disclaimer:
“It must be made clear that the conclusions I have drawn are speculative and intuitive...” The seeds
of his theory lies in the observation that the skyjacker simultaneously defies two key realities.
“Flight is the defiance of physical gravity, murder/suicide the defiance of emotional gravity. In the
process, he sets himself against the total environment (reality) at the risk of death.” Hubbard
believes murder, rape and suicide have common even interchangeable elements. He highlights
commonalities in the parenting of skyjackers from case studies (violent father and religious mother);
explores unconscious sexual elements to their behavior; and draws inferences about a sense of
failure arising from their inability to identify with or defeat their violent father figures. These
hypotheses have little or no value to current operational professionals.

R. A. (1999) Sociology and psychology of terrorism: Who Becomes a terrorist and Why? [Web
Page]. URL http://www.loc.gov/rr/frd/pdf-files/Soc_Psych_of Terrorism.pdf [2004, January 21].
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: The purpose of this study is to focus attention on the types of
individuals and groups that are prone to terrorism in an effort to help improve U.S. counterterrorist
methods and policies. The emergence of amorphous and largely unknown terrorist individuals and
groups operating independently (freelancers) and the new recruitment patterns of some groups, such
as recruiting suicide commandos, female and child terrorists,

and scientists capable of developing weapons of mass destruction, provide a measure of urgency to
increasing our understanding of the psychological and

sociological dynamics of terrorist groups and individuals. The approach used in this study is twofold.
First, the study examines the relevant literature and

assesses the current knowledge of the subject. Second, the study seeks to develop psychological and
sociological profiles of foreign terrorist individuals and selected groups to use as case studies in
assessing trends, motivations, likely behavior, and actions that might deter such behavior, as well as
reveal

vulnerabilities that would aid in combating terrorist groups and individuals. Because this survey is
concerned not only with assessing the extensive literature on sociopsychological aspects of terrorism
but also providing case studies of about a dozen terrorist groups, it is limited by time constraints and
data availability in the amount of attention that it can give to the individual groups, let alone
individual leaders or other members. Thus, analysis of the groups and leaders will necessarily be
incomplete. A longer study, for example, would allow for the collection and study of the literature
produced by each group in the form of autobiographies of former members, group communiqués and
manifestos, news media interviews, and other resources. Much information about the terrorist
mindset (see Glossary) and decision-making process can be gleaned from such sources. Moreover,
there is a language barrier to an examination of the untranslated literature of most of the groups
included as case studies herein. Terrorism databases that profile groups and leaders quickly become
outdated, and this report is no exception to that rule. In order to remain current, a terrorism database
ideally should be updated periodically. New groups or terrorist leaders may suddenly emerge, and if
an established group perpetrates a major terrorist incident, new information on the group is likely to
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be reported in news media. Even if a group appears to be quiescent, new information may become
available about the group from scholarly publications. There are many variations in the
transliteration for both Arabic and Persian. The academic versions tend to be more complex than the
popular forms used in the news media and by the Foreign Broadcast Information Service (FBIS).
Thus, the latter usages are used in this study. For example, although Osama bin Ladin the proper
transliteration, the more commonly used Osama bin Laden is used in this study.

Ivanski, Z. (1982). The moral issue: Some aspects of individual terror. D. C. Rapoport, & Y. Alexander

(Eds), The morality of terrorism: Religious and secular justifications (pp. 229-266). Oxford:
Pergamon Press.

Call Number: Key Quote Summary The problem of the limits of the permissible is the central issue
to be faced in any discussion of both revolutionary and counter-revolutionary violence, in terror and
counter-terror, revolution and counter-revolution. Some people present it as the problem of the
means and the ends.

-Trotsky's unfinished biography of Lenin.

-Nowhere in the history of revolutionary movements were the problems of morality so relevant and
binding as they were in the "People's Will" party, the "Narodnaya Volya" and its descendent, "The
Social Revolutionaries.”

-Such then, were the characteristics of the terrorist nerve center: moral questioning, an unwilling
acceptance of violence, organization, and discipline that sprang from absolute necessity alone, and a
constant probing of the question as to the boundaries of what was permitted.

-Three minimum conditions were laid down for the cessation of terrorism: full freedom of
conscience, expression, assembly, and organization.

-For the underground fighter, the trial serves as a stage upon which to justify his actions, to engage
open public confrontation.

-He who embarks on terrorism, like he who clings to power, knows where he beings but never
knows how or where to finish. The terrorists dream of a final, redemptive blow, the dream of both
totalitarian and individual terror is a false dream.

-Terror flourishes in a step-by-step struggle, whether it is embarked upon as a stage in some overall,
long term strategy, or perceived from the outset as a sole and total weapon.

-A further lesson that emerges from the study of terror movements is the rise and fall of such
movements in a wavelike curve.

-Revolutionary terror paves the way for a terror far more powerful: the counter-terror of the
totalitarian state.

-Yet another lesson to be learned from the history of individual terror is the decisive role played by
society in its prevention and eradication. Society must live up to its responsibilities even when this
involves abandoning its tranquil ways and its illusions of safety.

-The means and their realization must be determined by humble and critical attitudes toward the
aims. Aims cannot justify all means. We must not abandon the balancing of means against ends, but
this balancing must be free of religious fanaticism and rigid dogmatism. Only thus will we prevent
moral degeneration and universal horror. Even though war and violence cannot be entirely
eliminated, it is still possible to reduce them and restrain them. The real danger lies in abstract
goals, in impatient messianism, for they are responsible for peoples, races, and classes becoming the
targets for extermination; their roots, the soil on which they grow, exist as much in the world of the
spirit as in the instincts of men.

Jager, H., Schmidtchen, G., & Sullwold, L. (1982). Analyzen zum terrorismus 2: L ebenslauf-analyzen.

Opladen: Westdeutcher Verlag.
Call Number: Translation not Available

Jamieson, A. (1990a). Entry discipline and exit in the Italian Red Brigades. Terrorism and Political Violence,

2(1), 1-20.

Call Number: Key Quote Summary: The article looks at Red Brigades (BR) recruitment in the early
1970s via the infiltration and ‘lubrication’ of far left groups based in the factories of Northern Italy.
The author describes the passage from extremism to terrorism and the criteria imposed by the BR for
entry. Initial imitation of the Latin American guerilla model was gradually replaced by a series of



organizational and disciplinary structures based on first-hand experience. The strict regulations laid
down by the BR were generally adhered to and were a vital factor for survival, although the weakest
link was in personal relations. The restrictions of clandestinely created personal and political crises
which deepened after 1978, when the battle between state and terrorists intensified. The greater
commitment required of members made dissent and exit corresponding more traumatic. In the end,
attempts to preserve unity by increasing discipline proved to be counterproductive.

-In order to survive as an effective attacking force, a terrorist organization needs to develop a series
of procedural and disciplinary control intended to filter out irresponsible or insufficiently committed
members, to prevent infiltration and most importantly, to ensure that damage done to the group by
the arrest of one or more members will be kept to a minimum.

-The passage from the extremism of CUB and the Gruppi di Studio into active armed struggle came
about through a series of stages.

With the progression came the gradual move into illegality. A sympathizer would be given the task
of distributing BR propaganda documents around his factory department, or store material money or
even weapons in his home. Later he might be asked to spray graffiti on the factory walls, leave
intimidatory messages in offices or at homes of factory management. These were known as

‘individual illegal actions’. Naturally not all those who began in the Gruppi di Studio or CUB went
some or even any of the way down the line into the BR; for those who did the process would take
place over a period of weeks and months, such that the entry into illegality was carefully planned
and monitored through a series of tests as to the candidate’s suitability. Entry was not determined by
factors such as ideological proficiency in Marxist-Leninist texts or excellence in shooting but first
and foremost by commitment to the cause of proletarian revolution.

-Another test of commitment as the militant coped with the unaccustomed demands and strain of
concealing not only from fellow workers but also from friends and family the intensification of
political commitment.

Until 1975 there were no formal written rules drawn up by the Red Brigades, although they quickly
learned from experience.

-The BR structure is best understood as a pyramid, whose apex or ultimate authority was represented
by the Executive Committee of four, responsible amongst other things for sustaining relations with
non-Italian revolutionary organizations. In addition to the cells and brigades which comprised the
columns, formed in specific cities or areas, the organization maintained a number of fronts whose
overall function was to co-ordinate political management on a national level. The organizational
rules allowed only a limited autonomy to each column.

-Arrests and infiltration in 1974 forced the BR to develop a series of procedural and behavioural
rules covering all aspects of clandestine living.

-Both bases and cars were assets of the organization, and thus, only ‘in the custody of’ the members
concerned.

-he fact that the BR did have such strict codes of conduct for every sphere of their activities was a
major factor in their survival. The rules regarding the security of bases and of appointment keeping
were strictly adhered to, as were those of personal behaviour and general comportment.

-The area in which the BR were most strict was in that of finance every three months the Executive
Committee met to examine all the costs and expenditures, submitted by each of the columns from
which full accountability was expected.

-The first few months of living in clandestinely was a critical time for Red Brigades members, and
almost inevitably produced two ‘crisis' one at three months and the other at six. These usually
emerged in the form of political dissatisfaction, but were in reality expressions of personal insecurity
and uncertainty.

-Paradoxically, many of the aspects of the Red Brigades which most appealed to prospective
members the tight structure, discipline and the concept of the ‘military vanguard’ were often the
factors which caused dissent and eventual exit from the group. During the first half of the 1970s, the
rules for dissenting members of the organization who wanted to leave were fairly simple: irregular
members posed relatively little threat since they did not know the names of the regulars or the
whereabouts of any of the organization’s bases; if on the other hand the dissenter was a clandestine
member and had information which could seriously imperil the rest of the groups he would be
accompanied abroad, usually Switzerland, by a BR member, given two months salary and entrusted
to sympathizers for a month or two whilst all the bases known to him were dismantled. He was then



reaccompanied back to Italy where he could no longer pose a threat, and could return to legal living.
-Having reached active membership of the BR in the late 1970s, if anyone did draw back it was
exceptional, and thus traumatic for the dissenter and for the group as a whole. Strenuous efforts,
including direct threats, were used to prevent exit.

-After Moro’s murder Morucci and Faranda became more openly hostile to the strategy of the BR,
frequently holding up meetings with obstructive arguments and criticisms.

-In 1980 and 1981, as the state equipped itself with new laws and more efficient means to fight
terrorism, the Rome, Naples, Veneto and Milan columns squabbled amongst themselves as each
tried its own formula for survival. They began to kidnap and kill in desperation and form rivalry.
-The spasmodic outbursts of terrorist violence since the BR’s “strategic withdrawal’ of 1983 have
shown a desire by the latest generation to restore a sense of social conscience to the armed struggle.
-In one sense the collective identity of any group of prisoners is by definition ‘survivalist’, yet that of
the Red Brigades has evolved through three phases ‘social’, ‘existential’ and survivalist” both inside
and outside prison.

143. Jamieson, A. (1989). The heart attacked: Terrorism and conflict in the Italian state. London: Marian Boyers.
Call Number: Editor's Annotation: Provides a detailed account of the events surrounding the 1978
armed kidnapping of former Italian Premier Aldo Moro by the Red Brigades. It illustrates nicely the
socio-political context and reasoning of left wing revolutionary extremist groups of the era. Perhaps
of greatest interest from a psychological/behavioral perspective is the transcript of the author’s
interview with Adriana Faranda, an imprisoned Red Brigade operative. She has come to see the
error of her choices, but still recalls her mindset at the point she made some critical decisions within
and about the group. That piece is worth reading but still may not parallel the contemporary
experience of many terrorists.

144. Jamieson, A. (1990b). Identity and morality in the Red Brigades. Terrorism and Political Violence, 2(4), 508-
520.
Call Number: Key Quote Summary: Authors Abstract: The article provides a brief background to
the activities of the Italian Red Brigades. Then examines the groups development in terms of three
phases, social, existential and survivalists. A perceived social and political identity in the early
1970s gave the organization an illusory security and the self-confidence to step up the attack on the
state. As the level of violence increased the BR became separated from their social base and created
an auto-identity based on self-delusion and political alienation. Armed struggle was simplified to
existential abstractions of myth and symbol. By the early 1980s the effects of legal and police
repression, popular rejection and internal conflict reduced the remaining militants to a strategy of
simple survival. The irreversible degeneration of the group’s morality accompanied the process of
social estrangement.
-1t is the purpose of this study to examine the development of the Red Brigades in terms of the
organizations moral identity and to demonstrate how the gradual degeneration form rigid principles
to survival pragmatism has led to the collapse of group identity and the virtual destruction of the
organization
-The Italian Red Brigades were formed in 1970 in Milan with the fusion of a group of former young
communist party members from Reggio Emilia (expelled from the parent party for their extremist
views) with a Milan-based group whose members were employed in factories.
-1. 1970-1974 The Social Period
The Red Brigades began 1970 with a not inconsiderable moral baggage: They felt themselves to be
torch bearers of the partisan revolutionary tradition, champions of a working class abandoned by the
PCI to the mercies of rampant capitalism, and the front line of defense against an enemy which was
both fascist and institutional.
-11. 1975-1979: The Existential Period
The degree to which as terrorist identifies himself with the ideology of the group is commensurate
with the sacrifices and risk he is prepared to make on its behalf, up to and including his life.
-111. 1980 Onwards: The Survivalist Phase
In 1980 and 1981 as the state equipped itself with new laws and more efficient means to fight
terrorism the Rome, Naples, Veneto and Milan columns squabbles amongst themselves as each tried
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its own formula for survival. They begin to kidnap and kill in desperation and form rivalry.

-As long as a terrorist remains within the protective identity of the group in which he belongs and
has faith he has the moral courage to withstand the hardships of clandestinely or prison.

-As long as he feels his actions are group actions, performed on the basis of collective decision, he
can avoid the sensation of personal responsibility. But if the group identity falls away he is forced to
assume his individually see himself as a murderer, and is left alone with his guilt. The immediate
reaction of many of the BR prisoners was to see suivice as a realistic and even attractive way out.

Janis, I. L. (1968). Group identification under conditions of external danger. D. Cart