
00 
W 
OJ 
C):) 

f) 
c.v:; 
0 
~ 
a 
<C 

, 

~\~A~!!l POSlSR/\DUAlE SC~7~G@l 
~~1 onterey 9 C al ~forn ttl 

1'1CJRS 

MAR 281978 

J.\.CQUISrrlONS 

OC 
~~ ... \ 

"
~~"~ .~ ~ \~ '\ ~. ~ .. . ,\. . 

... ~ '\ 
.. If"'" __ ~ 

~ --. -
\. .... .1.* _ .. 

lNTERNATIO;-{AL TERRORISM THREAT ANALYSIS 

by 

RobeTt William Peterson 

and 

Willard G. Chrisman 

March 1977 

E. J. Laurance 
J. IV. Amos 

Approved for public release; distribution unlimited. 

If you have issues viewing or accessing this file contact us at NCJRS.gov.



j , 
~ 

4 • ....-J:lT I.. ~ (t:rnd $,,::'111/0) 

~-. "'._. '"'' ---- ,'-" - ._-
g;:/ 
I ~NTERNATIONAL TERRORISN THREAT ANALYSIS 

~. /- ~ ••. If 

7. AUTHOI'l(D), ." .. • ~. 

Robe;t William~eterson 
Willard GeorgejCh~i~m~~. __ 

1).9:!".~P~E""'I~~F~O~R~1ll~I~H~G~O~I<~a~A""'''~1 Z:-A~T~I'::O~N-F~II>J~!>l~' e:-:A~tI:-::o:-A~D=O:::;::=~llS:::ll:--~-~-----+'Ii'AO:"". -::P~f.lA~ IZL£::I;!E!H r. "I'lOJ (;CT •• ( ASK 
AFI~A .. fJOI'l:~ UNIT MUblI?lIH~S 

'Naval Postgraduate School 
~~nterey, California 93940 

Naval Postgraduate School 
~bnterey, California 93940 

16. OISTl'lleUTION STATEI<:i!:NT (al!hID R...,.....,) 

Unclassi fied 

Approved for public release; distribution unlimited. 

/ 

." \ 

The last decade has \oJitnessed a marked increase in the incidence of inter 
national political terrorism. International political terrorism has emerged 
as a poE tical weapon employed on a v,[orldwide basis by those who are dissatis 
fied with, or alienated from, the legitimate international and/or national 
political process. International terrorism is perceived to represent a threa. 
to a loJide range of United States national security goals. The hypothesis 
examined h this thesis is that the threat which international terrorism, ___ ._ 

EOITION OF I !lOV GO IS 09SOL.£tTIl 

SIN OlOl·OH·e6011 

1 



, 
\ 
5l:.c:.u1J-ITV CLAS$IFfcr.TIOM OF ""..;·v ) ., .. <._,. ":f:!. 

~------.----------------------
'1-epresents to the Unit: ~tates n;:'ll.onal security can be measured as a functior 
of the threat percepti' ... ~ of experts concerned with combating terrorism and is 
correlated with terrori"ts' methods of operation, perceived saliency of enemy 
and the treatment of the event by foreign broad~~sts (FBIS). Scale values are 
calculated which represent the consensus of exp':'rt judges' perception of threa1 
Content Analysis of terrorist statements is employed to measure the saliency oj 
the terrorist enemy perceptions. The methodology of multiple regression analy· 
sis is used to determine the underlying aspects of terrorism I.hich combine to 
explain the level of threat represented by a terrorist incident. 

The conclusions of this thesis provide the decision maker with valid early 
warning indicators of emerging terrorist threat and a perspective for allocat­
ing resources to counter teTrorism.~ 

\ 

DD Form 1473 
1 Jan 7:3 

5/~ Ol02-014-G601 

2 



Authors: 

Approved for public release; distribution unlimited. 

International Terrorism Threat Analysis 

by 

Robert William Peterson 
Lieutenant Commander, United States Navy 

B.S., Slippery Rock State Teachers College 

and 

Willard George Chrisman 
Lieutenant Commander, United States Navy 

B.S., Missouri Valley College 

Submitted in partial fulfillment of the 
requirements for the degree of 

MASTER OF ARTS IN NATIONAL SECURITY AFFAIRS 

from the 

NAVAL POSTGRADUATE SCHOOL 
March 1977 

/1 ,{/ .. / ,il/ l/ ,.,.(, .... 

/( 
-l:-~-- .. ,;." ...c 1" ~~ r:~~ C ___ ' 

Approved by: 
Thesis Adviso-:-

Co-Thesis Advisor 

Security Affairs 

3 



ABSTRACT 

The last decade has witnessed a marked increase in the incidence of 

international political terrorism. International political terrorism 

has emerged as a political weapon employed on a worldwide basis by 

those who are dissatisfied with, or alienated from, the legiti;::ate 

international and/or national political process. International terror­

ism is perceived to represent a threat to.a wide range of United States 

national security goals. The hypothesis examined in this thesis is 

that the threat which international terrorism represents to the United 

States national security can ce measured as a function of the threat 

perceptions of experts concerned with combating terrorism and is cor­

related with terrorists' methods of cperation, perceived saliency of 

enemy and the treatment of the event by foreign broadcasts (FBIS). 

Scale values are calculated which re~resent the consensus of eA~ert 

judges' perception of threat. Content Analysis of terrorist statements 

is employed to meaSUTe the saliency of the terrorist enemy perceptions. 

TI1e methodology of multiple regression analysis is used to determine 

the underlying aspecL2 of terrorism which combine to explain the level 

bf threat represented by a terro~ist inciqent. 

The conclusions of this thesis provide the decision maker with valid 

early warning indicators of emerging terrorist threat and a perspective 

for allocating resources to counter terrorism. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

A. PURPOSE 

In the past decade, transnational and international terrorist 

activity has increased at an alarming rate and has been the subject 

of much concern and expenditure of resources by world political 

1 leaders. In particular, the number of terr?rist groups, events, 

targets, victims and damage caused by terrorist groups has in-

creased in almost exponential fashion in recent years. The develop-

ing ability of terrorist groups to operate on an international level 

with modern ~leapons ,. means of communication and transportation has 

increased their power and influence as a political entity. Litera-

ture addressing the causes, effects and implications of the new 

global expansion of terrorism has also increased in almost exponen-

tial fashion in recent years; however, there have been very few 

analytical studies of terrorist activity using statistical, method-

ological analysis of the nominal, ordinal, interval and ratio data 

which resulted from incidents initiated by terrorist groups. 

The purpose of this study is to explore the effects of terrorist 

event activity on United States national security. investigating the 

statistical relationships bel:\.,reen t~ln,at to United States national 

security, international terrorist events and saliency of enemy 

perceptions by terrorist group members. 

lJenkins, Brian M., International Terrorism: A New Kind of Warfare, 
The Rand Corporation, 1974. 
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B. THEORETICAL FJ.<EWORK 

1. United Stat~?s National Security Threat 

Threat is dl~fined as "an indication of probable evil to come; 
! 

something that gives indication of causing evil OT harm.,,2 Within the 

context of national security affairs, the sensitivity ann responsive-

ness to threat held by national regimes are critical driving fo.rces be-

hind international behavior and were int::luded within the defir,it~_on of 

threat for this study. The concept of national secu:rity \oJhich was uti-

lized was a very broad generalization which included political, milit~ry, 

diplomatic and economic aspects. A threat, in this context, incJ.\!ded 

any direct or indirec+ outcome of a terrorist incident which could have 

been perceived to be i::timical <'0 the national security. Nationa.l 

images and national agendas eave the identification and shape to threat 

phenomena. National publics of modernized countries are conditioned to 

respond to reports of threat situations in certain ways. Latent threat 

persists af!d becomes activated frow. time to time through symbolic trig-

gerin2:. L,!tent threat recogniU,on involves the awareness that a pos-

sible condition of danger exists but is in the background of affairs. 

Activated threat is cognitive, existential phenomena brought to the 

foreJround by its situational immediacy. 

Activation of the threat associated ~'litJ-~ international terrorism 

is contextual and dependent upon the interaction of a terrorist incident 

wi th the existing lo,:al or international si tua.tion. ~Ieasuring the im-

mediacy and degree of threat associated with an inc~dent of international 

terrorism is best done by determining the; perceptions of those eA-perts 

resp~nsible for national policy concerning terrorist activity and of 

those scholars and researchers studying the subject of terrorism. 

2Barnhart, Clarence L., The American College Dictionary, p. 1262, 
Random House, 1956. 
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T.le c0gnitive awareness of a developing threat by a legitimate 

decision maker is a function of organizational structure, experienc~, 

education and attitude or frame of reference. For one to accurately 

recognize a developh.g threat requires an awareness of identifiable 

indicators of threat and a sensitivity to both the qualitative and 

quantitati.ve aspects of threat. 

Underlying the methodology of this thesis is the assumption 

that analysis of experts' perceptions regarding the threat can provide 

insight intq the aspects of threat which trigger increased threat 

awareness on the part of decision makers. 

Terrorism has had traumatic influences upon United States 

national policies, including the inter=uption of normal diplomatic 

relatiuns, disruption in trade and economic relations, transportation 

services and a~reements with other nation states vital to United States 

national security. In addition, the economic and manpower resource 

burden to the United States has increased dras tically as ne,,; and more 

intense security measures are established to counter potential terror·ism. 

The development of a quantitative measure of the qualitative a~­

pects of terrorist threat is intended to provide decision makers with 

greater insight into those aspects which are statistically associated 

with increasing or developing threat. 

Substantial disagreement exists concerning the threat y'hich 

international terrorism represents. At tts best, the concept of threat 

is very soft mlQ difficult to measure. The reality of what is threaten­

ing and the degree of threat represented can be operattionally defined in 

a consensus of the perceptions of experts concerned with the subject. 

Imp 1 ied in the investigatior. was a determination 0f the underlying as­

pects of international terrorism which contributed significantly to the 

threat perceptions of experts. 
12 



2. ?aliency of Enemy Percep.tions 

Generally, a group defines its' enemy or enemies as another actor 

perceived to be threatening, harmful or injurious to the group's welfare 

or wishes. 

As most groups, terrorist groups have contradictory and mutually 

exclusive interests with most political actors. Identifying and com­

bating enemies for the purpose of managing conflict and realizing goals 

is inherent in political strategies. Once a terrorist grnup sees a 

political acto .. ' as a source of frustration or threat, negative attitudes 

are generated and any act of hostility by either the terrorist group or 

the political actor is conducive to producing greater hostility between 

them. When members of a terrorist group (rightly or wrongly) perceive 

a threat, unjust treatment or invasion of rights coming from a political 

actor, opinion is crystallized, slogans are formulated and the group 

itself, a~ well as its goals, are affected by reciprocal antagonisms. 

rnrough identifying an enemy and portraying him as the incarnation 

of evil, the terrorist group assumes a position of self-righteousness. 

In e~fect, this means transcending the threat by elevating the group to 

a posl.tion of superiority. Such assumptions tend to produce grandiose 

feelings of power, invulnerability and strength. 

Self-righteousness is also a means of reducing stress, of protect­

ing the terrorist group against threats, of satisfying group needs for 

security or emotional release. It is a method of reducing internal 

conflict by displacing those conflicts onto external scapegoats and 

achiev.ing greater group cohes i.veness. In particular, the enemy becomes 

an integral part of the terrorist group's i=ediate and long-!'ange prob­

lems of survival, maintenance of group solidarity and fulfillment of 

13 



perceived (even loosely defined) goals. A more in-depth theoretical base 

on the subject of enemies has been written by Finlay, Holsti and F~gen.3 

The higher the degree of salioncy of the perceived enemy of a 

terrorist group, the greater the perceived threat to the group and the 

more urgent the need for an appropriate response to that thr,at. Accord-

ingly, it is hypothesized that the greater the degree of saliency of a 

terrorist group's perceived enemy, the greater the degree of probable 

hostile response directed at tnat threat (the perceived enemy), \'/i th the 

consequent impact on stability. 

Appendix A lists the saliency of enemy perception dimensions used 

as the theoretical framework for developing intensity categories of con-

tent analysis when coding terrorist statements. 

C. HYPOTHESIS 

It is hypothesized that the th:c.::1t to United States national security 

by terrorist activity is directly related to the amount of Foreign 

Broadcast Information Service (FBIS) coverage, the number of non-

combatants killed, the perceived saliency of a terrorist group's de-

fined enemy, the demands made upon legitimate institutional actors and 

the number of terrorist groups participating in an event. 

Verification of the hypothesis ;."ould provide the decisi0n F.laker "'ith 

verifiable measurements of terrorist activity by which a determination 

is possible concerning emerging or developing threat. Accordingly, ad-

vanced accurate decisions ",auld be possible concerning the allocation of 

resources to counter the potential threat. 

3Finlay, David J., Holsti, Ole R., and Fagen, Richard B., Enemies In 
Politics, Rand~IcNally, 1967. 
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D • METHODOLOGY 

Formalized procedures were developed for the collection of information 

to facilitate the production of ra~ .. data used in developing speciii c 

variables for statistical manipulation and analysis. 

1. Data Collection 

In an effort to obtain information concerning threat to United 

States national security, a questionnaire was developed to obtain re­

sponses from individuals who v1ere considered to be e.xperts in the fields 

of national security affairs and terrorist activity. This procedure v1as 

conducted to investigate the perceptions held by experts regarding the 

threat which specific international terrorist events represent to the 

national security objectives of the United States. The assumption is 

that the reality of the threat of terrorism is expressed as a statistical 

consensus of the perceptions of those experts closely associated with 

the problem. Various methods of content analysis were employed to col­

lect data on FBlS ~ Report content and saliency of enemy perceptions. 

Raw statistical data on the number of foreign non-combatants that were 

killed, the demands made upon legitiQate organizational actors, the 

number of terrorist groups participating in an event and the number of 

domestic non-combatants killed was obtained by in-depth study and analysis 

of each terrorist event selected for stlidy. 

2. Data Analy~is 

Following the collection and organization of raw data to 

develop variables for statistical manipulation, the newly acquired data 

was submitted to frequency distributions,- transformation of raw data as 

required to obtain normality, bivariate correlation, factor analysis and 

finally, multiple regression analysis. 

15 
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II. DATA COLLECTION 

A. INDEPENDENT VARIABLE~ 

i. The ITERATE File 

The International Terrorism: Attributes of Terrorist Events 

(ITERATE) File was utilized to obtain a universe of analysis and a 

sample for detailed analysis. The ITERATE code book4 \'laS used to in-

terpret the statistical data in the ITERATE computerized filing system 

for information germane to terrorist events. ITERATE l'laS based upon 

public source documents, including articles in the New York Times and 

the Washington Post, "',ritten at the time of the incidents, and two 

chronologies of international terrorism developed by The Rand Corpora-

tion. The file was assembled for use by the Pol~tical Research Section 

of the Central Intelligence Agency, fTom \qhich it was obtained. The 

file covers all international terrorist events for the period 1968 to 

1974 for which there is public source material. 

The universe of analysis was defined as that set of ir.ternational 

terrorist incidents which may have represented a threat to the United 

States national security. The concept of national security which was 

utilized Vias a very broad generalization lvhich includes political, military, 

diplomatic and economic aspects. 

A set of terrorist incidents with the potential to represent this 

type of threat to the national security lVere selected, using the fo11olV-

ing criteria: 

a. United States government installation or official involved 
as a target, 

4Micklus, Edward F., ITERATE: International Terrorism: Attributes 
of Terrorist Events, Office of Political Research, Cent~allntelligence 
Agency, 1976. 
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United 
Canada 
Puerto 
Hexico 
Panama 
Panatla 

b. United States corporation involve~ as a target, 

c. United States citizen involved as a target, 

d. United States government was subjected to demands, 

e. United States ship or aircraft ~las involved, 

f. The terrorist incident took place in any of the 
locations listed in Table I. 

Table I. Terrorist Event Locations 

States Portugal South Africa 
West Germany Iran 

Rico Italy Turkey 
Yugoslavia Egypt 

Canal Zone Greece Israel 
Cyprus Philippines 

Venezuela USSR Austraiia 
United Kingdom Denmark New Zealand 
France Iceland Guam 
Spain Rhodesia American Samoa 
Gibraltar 

.\i1 incident meeting any single criteria 'ViaS selected for inclusion 

in the universe of analysis. The list of inclusive locations was based 

upon al~iances, trade agreements, possession of strategic materials or 

strategic location, any of which could result in an international terror-

ist incident in that location having an inimical effect on United States 

interests. 

Applying these criteria to the 539 cases in the ITERATE file re-

sulted in a set of 386 cases. Of the 386 cases, those incidents in which 

an identifiable terrorist group was involved were selected. In view of 

the nature of the ITERATE file (which was developed to apply quantifiable 

data to terrorist events), those events having unknown terrorist group 

identification also had a preponderance of missing data for the majority 

of data associated w'ith them, preclud ing in-depth analysis of the event. 

17 



In addition, the measures used within this study were directly associated 

with established terrorist groups. This selection reduced the number of 

cases to 214. This selection ,';as based on the nature of the independent 

variable being primarily applicable to terrorist incidents involving an 

established known terrorist group. The set of 214 cases was established 

as the universe for analysis. From this universe, a random sample of 29 

cases was selected for detailed analysis and development of tae depend-

ent and independent variables. 

Appendix B contains the detailed description of the 29-case random 

sample. 5 Table II lists the basic correlation between the random sample 

and the universe of analysis. 

Table II. Correlation Between Random Sample of 29 Cases 
From 214 Cases In The Universe of Analysis 

VARIABLE 

Type of U.S. Victim 
Year of Incident 
Rspk of Host3.ge 
Type of Event 
Identity of Terrorist Group 
Location of The Event 

CORRELATIO~ COEFFICIE~l 

.92444 

.96052 

.72851 

.9473 

.58099 

.63651 

Quantitative data from the ITERATE File were initially selected 

as independent variable,;; based on the following criteria: 

a. A reasonablp. association with the threat'which a terrorist 
incident could be perceived to represent to United States 
national security. 

b. Composed of interval or ratio level data enabling the 
utilization of parametric and regression analysis as 
an ~nalytical tool. 

Table 111 is a listing ?f variables which met those criteria and 

were initially selected as Potential In,dependent Variables. 

5Jenkins, Brian M., Rand Chronology, The Rand Corporation, J:-74. 
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l. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 
II. 
12. 

14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
lB. 
19. 
20. 
2l. 
22. 
23. 

2. 

Table III. Potential Independent Varia:"' 

Number of terrorist groups involved. 
Number of terrorist nationalities. 
Number of terrorists. 
Number of male terrorists. 
Number of female terrorists. 
Mean age of group members. 
Age range of group members. 
Number of victim nationalities. 
Number of hostages. 
Number of governments upon Nhich demands were made. 
Number of international er.tities upon which demands \\fere made. 
Number of domestic non-combatants wounded. 
Number of foreign non-combatants wounded. 
Number of police wOllUded. 
Number of domestic non-combatants killed. 
Number of foreign non-combatants killed. 
Number of police killed. 
Dollar value of other l0sse~. 
Number of prisoners whose release is demanded. 
Number of prisoners released. 
Number of terrorists dead at scene in a shoot-out. 
Number of terrorists who blew themselves up at scene. 
Length of the incident. 

Content Analysis 

a. Purpose 

One of the major hypotheses of this study is that the threat 

to United States security \>/ill be directly related to how clearly a 

terrorist group perceives its enemy. For example, \1hen p 4~""rorist 

group such as the 1>lnvimento Revolucionario-8 of Brazil kidnapped the U.S. 

Ambassador, they made direct statements in the press reflecting that the 

U.S. wa::; thei:- primary enemy and any government or person associated with 

U.S. interests are to be targeted, demanding the release of 15 prisoners, 

being held by Brazilian authorities, who were event~ally released and 

flOlm to Mexico. In contrast, a group calling itself Nationalis t Group 

For The Liberation of Palestine gave tHO vacationing American females a 

concealed bomb as a going al"ay gift in Italy. The bomb damaged the 

19 
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I uggage compartment of the El Al Airlines plane, but the group failed to 

make statements as to their intentions or cause. In an effort to measure 

a terrorist group's perception of its enemy's saliency, two intensity­

directed content analysis procedures were followed. During the process 

of collecting direct terrorist statements to analyze their content, 

several quantitative content collection methods were employed. 

b. Sampling Universe, Population and Unit of Analysis 

The major source of data collected, both of qualitative and 

quantitative content, was the Joreign Broadcast Infor~ation Service (FBTS) 

Daily Report, ~oJhich contains current news and commentary monitored fr0m 

foreign '-roadcasts, nel"s agency transmissl ons, newspapers and periodicals. 

FBIS is published in eight volumes: (1) People's Republic of China, 

(2) Ea~tern Europe, (3) Soviet Union, (4) Asia and Pacific, (5) t>liddle 

East a~d North Africa, (6) Latin America, (7) Western Europe and (8) Sub­

Sahara Africa. The FBIS Daily Report is on file for public 'reference at 

the Library of Congress and at public libraries throughout the United 

States. All FBIS Daily Reports I,ere screened for data relevant to the 

twenty-nine terrorist events studieci from betNeen thirty days prior to 

the initiation of the event until thirty days after completion of the 

event., 

The Nelv York Times daily newspaper Ivas used to augment data 

collected from FBIS. Additional terrorist statements were found to be 

availabl~;; in New York Times that Nere not available in FBIS. Only 

direct terrorist statements were obtained from New York Times for 

qualitative content analysis. No quantitative content data was com­

piled from New York Times for this study_ 

Classified material, including manuscripts, files, documents 

and records containing statements of terrorist group members,are 

20 



available at the Office of Political Research, Central Intelligence Agency 

and the Cabinet COll1i1U ttee to Combat Terrorism, U. S. Department of State, 

as well as many large metropolitan Police departments and the Federal 

Bureau of Investigation. Information contained within these sources 

would be ideal data for qualitative content analysis methods; however, 

it was decided early in the formation of this study to develop a method­

ology based on open source literature, which could be applied using 

classified data should it be available to the researcher. 

c. Terro~ist Event Parameters 

Specific volumes of FBIS Daily Reports were selected for 

screening based upon the country in which the event was initiated, the 

nationality of the terrorist group members, the nationality of any 

victims, or any country which was further implicated by having demands 

made upon it or by granting a safe haven to the terrorists or victims of 

the event. 

In collecting data for an,:-lysis from FBIS and New York Times, 

the analyst screened all Daily Reports iro@ thirty days before the 

initiation of the event to thirty days lollowing the completion of the 

event. The initiation and completion dates for each event were obtained 

from the ITE~~TE file referenced in paragraph 1, page 16. 

Data was compiled from FBIS Daily Reports which related to the 

terrorist group responsible for the event within the time period stipulated 

above. Again, the terro~ist group responsible was originally determined 

by the ITERATE file; howeveT, the terrorist group identified by the ITERATE 

file as responsible for eac~ of the twenty-nine events was verified by the 

analyst from supporting statements in FBIS or New York Times. It became 

evident early in the collection of data for analysis that some terrorist 

groups (such as the I~~ and PFLP) were quite active, receiving a gr.eat 
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deal of coverage in FBIS concerning their activities, prior to and follow­

ing the event, which did not relate directly to ~he event under study. 

Accordingly, a more discriminating study ..las undertaken of these rep;)rts 

in FBTS to isolate a terrorist group's general activity from information 

relating to the specific event under study. 

The target or object of the terrorist event was also focused 

upon in reviewing specific FBIS Daily Reports \'/i thin the time frame 

specified above for specific inforF:~Lion relating to the event. In many 

cases, there were articles, ancl even terrorist statements, directed to­

ward what was later the target of the event, l:.thiel'. provided data for 

future content analysis. 

d. Quantitative Hethodo1ogy 

Using content analysis, eight varin.bles were constructed for 

each of the twenty-nine events under study: (I) number of FBIS lines 

prior to the event, (2) number of FBTS lines after the event, (3) total 

number of FBTS lines, (4) number of FBIS articles relating to the event, 

(5) number of FBIS issue dates containing information on the event, 

(6) number of Atomic Evaluative Assertion Analysis statements, (7) number 

of Expanded Directional Analysis statements and (8) number of lines in 

FBIS within country of incident'S occurrence. 

Data compiled for "FBTS lin~s p:::ior to the event" was ob~ained 

by reviewing all material specified by sub-paragraph c above un Terroris't 

Event Parameters \~hich occurred from thirty days prior to the initiation 

of the event up to, but not including, lines relating to the event after 

its initiation. 

Data compiled for "FBIS lines after the event was initiated" 

was obtained 'by reviewing all material specified by sub-paragraph c above 

on Terrorist Event Parameters which occurred from the actual time of 
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initiation of the event to thirty days following the completion of the 

event. For incidents such as bombings or assassinations, the time 

spectrum .\>/ould be thirty days; however, for such incidents as hijackings 

or kidnappings, the time spectrum would extend from thirty days after 

the release of hostages, or other indicators of the event's termination. 

Accordingly, many of the events had more than thirty days coverage for 

this method of data collection. 
:(' 

"Total number of FBIS lines" is the total of the nwnber of 

FBIS Daily Report lines before and after the event. Accordingly, all 

information from thirty days prior to the initiation of the incident 

to thirty days following termination of the event was compiled under 

"total lines." 

Since some events became international in their physical 

domain by moving from one country to another or by terrorists placing 

demands on nation states other than the one in which the event was 

initiated, a line count was conducted for only that FBIS Daily Re~ 

content which was contained within the specific country in which the 

event was initiated. The same parameters for collecting data as pre-

scribed in sub-paragraph c above were used. 

Using Terrorist E.vent Parameters stipulated in sub-paragraph 
r 

C above, a count of PBIS articles relating to the event was compiled for 

each of the t\venty-nine events. (Later in this study, an article will 

be defined ~s a theme for qu~litative analysis.) 

"FBIS Daily Report issue dates" contaiJling information rele-

vant to each of the twenty-nine events were counted under the requirements 

set forth in st..iL-p:".r<lgraph c, Terrorist Event Parameters, above. 

Using the qualitative· method of Expanded Directional Analysis, 

the nwnber of terrorist statements was totaled for each of the twenty-nine 
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eventS, also following the stipulations of sub-pc.ragraph c, Terrorist 

EV3nt Parameters, above. 

In addition, using Atomic Evaluative Assertion Analysis, the 

number of terrorist statements was totaled for each of the twenty-nine 

events. Using this method, the nUlllber of statements was generally less 

than the number of statements compiled under Expanded Directional Analy-

sis since Atomic Evaluatlve Analysis requires a complete grammatical 

sentence with structure for coding; whereas, phrases can be coded using 

Expanded Directional Analysis. 

e. Qualitative Methodology 

Two intensity directed content analysis techniques were 

employed, using statements by terrorist group members r.ontained in 

FBIS and New York Times from thirty days before initiation of the event 

to thirty days after- termination' of the event. Data analysis was based 

on statements contained within quotation marks in FBIS and New York Times 

which were directly attributable to a member of the te~rorist group 

known to be responsible for the initiation or conduct of the event. After 

screening all FBIS Daily Reports for terrorist statements , it became ap-

parent that an additional source of content would be required because of 

the limited number of statements in open source literature. Accordingly, 

New York Times was used to locate additional terrorist statements for 

analysis. 

Atomic Evaluative Assertion Analysis, as developed by Osgood, 

Saporta and Nunnelly,6 employs an Attitude Object assigning a negative or 

positive value to the subject of the senten~e. A Verbal Connector, which 

is the p:t"edicate or verb of the sentence, is assigned a score. between one 

6Holsti, Ole R. J Content Analysis for the Social Sciences and Humanitie:., 
p. 124, Addison-Wesley, 1969. 
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and three, depending on the past, future or present tense of the verb, 

respectively. In addition, a positive or negative value is assigned, 

depending upon the connotation of the predicate. Undetermined or neutral 

verbs and/or predicates are assigned positive scores. Also, ~ Common 

Neaning Term or second Attitude Object is coded by assigning a value of 

between minus three and plus three, depending upon'the d("gree of threat 

denoted by the object, where minus three is most threatening and posi:ive 

three is least threatening. Figure 1 defines the procedure used 'co cod·,) 

terrorist statements using Atomic Evaluative Assertion Analysis. 

(ATTITUDE OBJECT) (VERBAL CONNECTOR) (COMMON MEA.'1ING TERlI1) = PRO[:L'CT 

(- 3 to +3) (-3 to +3) = (-9) to (+9) 

Figure 1. Atomic Evaluative Assertion Analysis Statement Scoring 

Each complete terrorist statement is coded for the ~7ticle in 

which it appears. A mean score is ottained by dividing the number of statp.-

ments coded into the cumulative score obtained by algebraically combining 

the products of the coded statements. TIle resultant mean is termed the 

Theme Score for that specific article. An event's Atomic Evaluative Asser-

tion Analysis score is obtained from the mean of Theme Scores. Table IV 

is an exam~le of actual telrorist statements. scored using Asserti0n Analys1~. 

Table IV, Afomic Evaluative Assertion Analysis 
Terrorist Sta~ement Coding Example 

Event: Bombing of Australlan Tourist Office in New York City," 4 July 1968. 

ATTI11JDE OBJECT VERBAL CO~NECTOR COI-fr.!ON ~1EANING = PRODUCT 
(+ 1) (-3 to +3) (-3 to +3) 

''lYe (+1) are risking ( -3) imprisollment." (-2) = (-6) 
lI\'{ar equipmE:nt (-1) is given ( +3) to criminals. " (-2) = (-6) 
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(Table IV. Continued) 

Event: Kidnapping of U.s. Ambassador to Brazil, 4 September 1969 

ATTITUDE OBJECT VERBAL CO~ECTOR Cml!>ION MEA.."JING - PRODIJCT 
(+1) (-3 to +3) (-3 to +3) 

"Those who mi~treat(-l) should take (+2) caution." ( -1) = ( -2) 
"TIle situation (+1) was (+1) not good." ( -1) = ( -1) 
"We (+1) feel (+3) we are f..:-ee." (+3) = (+9) 

Expanded Directior.~l Analysis. as developed by Kaplan and 

7 Goldsen, employs the USt;; cd a directional differential scale where the 

researcher assigns a negative. positive or neut..:-al ordinal judgment to the 

action (verb) of the statement, phrase or sentence. The statement's 

Verbal Connector i~ assigned an intensity score of between one and three. 

depending upon t.~:e tense of the verb, ",here present tense is assigned a 

score of three. future tense is assigned a score of tIVO, a.nd past tense 

is assigned a score of one. In addition, a numerical value is assigned 

. to the Common ~Ieaning Term (or objE...:t) of the" statement which has been 

divided into six ordinal categorical judgment groupings, most threaten-

ing being equal to a minus three and least threatening being equal to plus 

tiJree. Figure 2 defines the procedure used to c ,de terrorist statE.'ments 

using the Expanded Directional Analysis method. Each statement is coded 

for the article in whii:h it appears. 

(DIRECTIONAL DIFFERE:fTIAL) (VERBAL CONNECTOR) (CmI/vIO~ MEANING TERM) = PRODUCT. 

(-2/+2) (1 to 3) (-3 to +3) = (-18) toe +18) 

Figure 2. Expanded Directional Analysis Statement Scoring 

i Budd , Richard Iv., Content Analysis of Communications, p. 54, 
~lacmillan, 1967. 
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E',ent Scores are obtained using the same procedures as in 

Atomic Evaluative Assertion Analysis. Table V is an example of the raw 

data scoring of each event found to have direct statements from terrorist 

group members within the parameters stated above. 

Table V. Expanded Directional Analysis Terrorist Statement Coding Example 

Event: Killing of U.S. ~lilitary Group Commander in Guatemala, 16 Jan 68 

DIRECTIONAL DIFFERE~~IAL 
( -2/+2) 

"brought ll 
"are risking" 

(1) 
(-2) 

VERBAL CO~~ECTOR 
(1 to 3) 

"brough<:" (1) 
"are risking"(3) 

COt-fr.lON MEA.'lING 
(-3 to +3) 

= PRODUCT 

"combative action tl (-2) = (-2) 
"imprisonment" (-2) =(-12) 

Event: Kidnapping of U.S. Labor Attache to Guatemala, 6 Mar 70 

"be" (1) "be" (2) "publicized" (2) = (4) 

f. Reliability 

Two basic procedures were employed to insure reliability of 

data collected and coded: computa~ion of a reliability score for coders 

and production of standards for the Attituded Object, Verbal Connector 

and Common }.!eaning Term categories. 

For content analysis, reliability means repeatability with 

consistency Qf ~esults. In measurement (or the assignment of ~cores), 

reliability means that coders using the sam~ techniques on the same 

material will get substantially the same reSUlts, which is sometimes 

referred to as information stability. Accordingly, a rdiabiliry test 

was employed as developed by Holsti. 8 Figure 3 demonstrates the use of 

8 Budd, p. 68. 
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a reliabilhy test I.here Cl + C2 is the total of category assignments 

made by both coders. 

R = 
2(C1 ) 

,2 
----

Figure 3. Two Coder Reliability Test 

Us.:i:ng the formula for two separate coders to test the relia-

bility for the Attitude Object, Verbal Connector and Comrr~n Meaning Term 

categories where judgments \.;ere required on all terrorist statements for 

tl,O separate events, a reliability score of .98 I.as achieved. 

In addition, for Atomic Evaluative Assertion Analysis, stand-

ard ~ists of categories were constructed to assist the coder and insure 

reliability between different coders and scoring of different statements, 

themes and events by the same recorder. Appendix C is an alphabetical 

listing of all Attitude Objects (subjects) which were assigned negative 

values (e.g.: attack, barricade, bomb, death, detain, fear, torture, 

violate, etc.). All other nouns representing the subject of the statement 

being coded were assigned a positive value. Appendix 0 is an alphabetical 

list of Verbal Connectors (e.g.: accuse, demand, endanger, kidnap, 

risking, struck, violate, etc.). As stated previously, the tense of the 

verb in the predicate detennined if the value was one, two or three, de-

pending respecti"/ely upon the present, future or past tense. The degree 

of threat reflected by a terrorist statement was the criteria used for de-

tcrmii1ing six di stinet categories for evalua.ting the Commc.:t ~leaning Term. 

Appendix E is an alphabetical listing of terms representing the object of a 
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statement and the assigned value of negative three scores for mest 

threatening terms to positive three scores for least threatening terms. 

as defined by perceptions of threat in Chapter I. 

g. Validity 

Two checks were made far insuring that the results of both 

the Directional Assertion and Atomic Evaluative Analysis were valid: 

first was the face validity of each theme, and secondly, the final raw 

data event scales defined below in paragraph i were examined to insure 

logical validity. 

For each theme, the overall impression of the analyst con-

eerning the article was compared .... ith the theme score der:!.ved by the 

method introduced in paragraph g above to insure that both the i"lpres-

sian and the raw theme score were compatible with one another. Primarily, 

this validity check took the form of checking to determine if the sub-

jective impression giv~n by reading the article was as negative in effect 

as the raw the~e score seemed to indicate. 

Finally, each of the events were compared to one another, 

along with the event scores, to insure that a dramatic difference in the 

conduct of the event was evipenced by some difference in the raw event 

scores. For instance, an event of an attempted bank robbery incident 

was compared with an incident involving kidnapping, torture and finally 

assassination, the latter of \~hich one might logically expect to pro­
; 

duce statements indicating a gTeater degree of perceived threat by the 

perpetrators than the first incident. 

h. Level of Data 

The ordinal judgments of the coder for qualitative content 

analysis, combined with the Directional Assertion and Atomic Evaluative 
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Asser~ion methodologies, both employ intensity and direction techniques 

lr/hich qualify data for interval interpretations of findings when compared 

with content information examined under the same standards using the 

same source and universe of analysis. 9 Accordingly, statistical 

manipulation of data addressed in Chapter IlIon Data Analysis is based 

on interval event scales. 

i. Independent Variable Threat Perception Scales 

Number of Lines in FBIS Prior To The Event, Number Of Lines 

In FBIS After The Event, Total Number Of Lines In FBIS For Each Event, 

Number Of FBIS Daily Report Issues Relating To The Event, Nlliober Of 

FBIS Articles Relating To The Event, Number Of FBIS Lines In The Country 

In lfuich The Event Occurred, N,unber Of Expanded Di,'ectional Terrorist 

Statements In FBIS and New York Times, and Number Of Atomic Evaluative 

Assertion AnalYsi.s Terrorist Statements in FBIS and NeH York Times comprise 

the eight quar.titative content variables. Atomic Evaluative Assertion 

Analysis and Expanded Directional Analysis comprise the two qualitative 

content analysis variables. Belm'] is a Est of the ten content variables 

with the th:::-ee top (or highest scoring) events and the three bottom (or. 

lowest scoring) e'Jents for each variable. The event identification and 

date is follOI,ed by tht~ raw score. 

(1) FBIS Lines PrioT To The Event: 

Ca) #56 Attack on GM Plant, Uruguay, 1969 -- 332 lines; 
Cb) #102 Kidnapping U.S. Attache, Guatemala, 1970--155 lines 
(c) 1168 Kidnapping U.S. Ambassador, Brrrzil, 1969 -- 131 line 
Cd) #281 Bombing Israel Airliner j Italy, 1969 -- 0 lines; 
(e) 11283 Bombing U.S. Embassy, Athens, 1972 -- 0 lines; and 
en #350 Bombing Dance Hall, Glasgow, 1973 -- 0 lines. 

(2) FBIS Lines After Event: 

(a) #161 Hijacking Airliner, Jordan, 1970 -- 2665 lines; 

9Budd, p. 32. 
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(b) #112 Hijacking Airliner, Japan, 1970 -- 1227 lines; 
(c) #68 Kidnapping U.S. Ambassador, Brazil, 1969 -- 131 lines; 
(d) ~28l Bombing Israel Airliner, Italy, 1972 -- 0 lines; 
(e) #283 Bombing U.S. Embassy, Athens, 1972 -- 0 lines; and 
(f) !t350 Bombing Dance Hall, Glasgol", 1972 -- 0 lines. 

(3) Total FBIS Lines Per Event: 

ea) #161 Hijacking Three Airliners, Jordan, 1972 -- 2665 lines; 
(b) #112 Hijacking Airliner, Japan, 1970 -- 1280 lines; 
(c) 1/68 Kidnapping U.S. Ambassador, Brazil 1969 -- 995 lines; 
(d) #281 Bombing Israel Airliner, Italy, 1972 -- 0 lines; 
(e) #283 Bombing U.S. Embassy, Athens, 1972 -- 0 lines; and 
(f) #350 Bombing Dance Hall, GlasgOl';, 1972 -- 0 lines. 

(4) FBIS DAILY REPORT Issues Per Event: 

(a) #161 Hijacking Three Airliners, Jordan, 1970 -- 23 issu-3; 
(b) #56 Attack on GM Plant, Uruguay, 1969 -- 20 issues; 
(c) #68 Kidnapping U.S. Ambassador, Brazil 1969 -- 16 issues; 
(d) #281 Bombing Israel Airliner, Italy, 1972 -- 0 issues; 
(e) #283 Bombing U.S. Embassy, Athens, 1972 -- 0 issues; and 
(f) g350 Bombing Dance Hall, Glasgow, 1972 -- 0 issue~. 

(5) FBIS Articles Per Event: 

(a) #161 Hijacking Three Airliners, Jordan, 1970 -- 91 articles; 
(b) #68 Kidnapping U.S. Ambassador, Brazil, 1969 -- 32 articles; 
(c) #56 Attack on G~l Plant, Uruguay, 1969 -- 26 articles; 
Cd) #281 Bombing Israel. Airliner, Italy, 197;: -- 0 articles; 
(e) #283 Bombing U.S. Embassy, Athens, 1972 -- 0 articles; and 
(f) #350 Bombing Dance Hall, Glasgow, 1972 -- 0 a~ticles. 

(6) FBIS Country Lines Per Event: 

(a) 
(b) 
(c) 
(d) 
Ce) 
(f) 

# 161 Hijacking Three Airliners, Jordan, 1970 
# 68 Kidnapping U.S. Ambassador, Brazil, 1969 
# 471 Premier Carrero Assinated, ~mdrid, 1973 
# 281 Bombing Israel Airliner, Italy, 1972 
# 283 Bombing U.S. Embassy, Athens 1972 0 
# 350 Bombing Dance Hall, Glasgow, 1972 -- 0 

(7) Number of Atomic Analysis Statements Per Event: 

1679 lines; 
8~3 lines; 
483 lines; 

o lines; 
lines; and 
lines. 

(a) it68 Kidnapping U_S. Ambassador to Brazil, 1964 -- 199 s'atements; 
Cb) #161 Hijacking Three Airliners, Jordan, 1970 -- 113 statements; 
(c) #470 Bombing in London, 1973 -- 92 statements; 
(d) #281 Bombing Israel Airliner, 1972 -- 0 statements; 
(e) #283 Bombing U_S. Embassy, Athens, 1972 -- 0 statements; and 
(fl #350 Bombing Dance Hall, Glasgow, 1972 -- 0 statements; 

(8) Number of birectional Analysis Statements Per Event: 

(a) g68 Kidnapping U.S. Ambassador, Brazil, 1969 
(b) #161 Hijacking Three Airliners, Jordan, 1970 
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(e) #470 BOhlbing in London, 1973 -- 101 statem-.:nts; 
Cd) #281 Bombing Israel Airliner, Italy, 1972 -- 0 statements; 
(e) #283 Bombing U.S. Embassy. Athen~. 1972 -- 0 statements; and 
(f) #350 Bombing Dance Hall, Glasgow, 1972 -- 0 statements. 

(9) Atomic Assertion Content Analysis: 

(a) #517 Bombing, Manchester, 1974 -- (-6.00) assertion; 
(b) 1t50 Attempted Bombing Cuban Consulate, Nontrcal, 1969 (-4.00); 
(c) #419 Attempted Hijacking Israel Airliner, Greece, 1973 -- (-3.50); 
(d) #112 Hijacking Airliner, Japan, 1970 -- (+0.67) assertion; 
(e) #454 British Consul Kidnapped, Mexico, 1973 -- (+1.50); and 
(~ #281 Bombing Israel Airliner, Italy, 1972 -- (+2.00) assertion. 

(10) Expanded Directional Content Analysis: 

(a) 1t517 Bombing, Manchester, 1974 .-- (-6.00) assertion; 
(b) ItSO Attempted Hijacking Israel Airliner, Greece, 1973 -- (-5.50); 
(e) #336 Turkish Consul General l-Iurdered, Los Angeles, 1973 -- (-3); 
(d) #112 Hijacking Airliner, Japan, 1970 -- (+0.72) asser-tion; 
(e) #281 Bombing Israel Airliner, Italy, 1972 -- (3.00); and 
(~ #454 British Consul Kidnapped, Mexico, 1973 -- (+3.4) assertion. 

Each quantitative analysis scale has a rank order ranking from 

most to least number of lines, articles, dates or statements. The 

two qualitativ~ scales have a rank order from most salient enemy threat, 

as perceived by terrorist group members, to least perceived thre~t .. 
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B. DEPENDENT VARIABLE 

The concept of a survey of expert opinion as a means of measuring 

the expert's threat percep~ions and utilization of statistical methods 

to combine the responses of the experts into a scale of threat was de-

veloped as a means of obtaining a quantitative measure of threat. 

A questionnaire \.as developed \~hich requested the experts to provide 

ordinal data by ranking the sample terrorist incidents in the order of 

the threat which they perceived the incident to represent to United 

States national security objectives. The concept of threat and national 

security object~ves \'las left intentionally vague in the questionnaire to 

tap the spontaneous, undirected responses of the experts. 

The responses to the questionnaire \vere developed into an interval 

level scale where each incident l'laS assigned an interval level value 

by a statistical process based on the following assumptions concerning 

the behavior of the experts: 

1. The experts cannot directly express their perceptions concerning 

the threat of an incident in terms of an interval scale value, but B.re 

able to rank the incidents in relation to all others in accordance with 

their perceptions of the threat which each represents. 

2. Over the population of the experts, their perceptions of the 

threat are normally distributed random variable. 

3. All incidents possess the same variance of threat perceived over 

the population of eA~erts. 

4. The correlation coefficient for the threat between any pair of 

. 'd . h 10 1nC1 ents 1S t e same. 

lOTorgerson, N. S., Theory and ~Iethods of Scaling, Wiley, ~Cl'l York 
1958. 
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The list of experts \'1as developed through contact with governmental 

and military organizations responsible for the development of policy 

recommend~tions for ~ountering terrcrism, and from attendance lists of 

recent conferences concerned with the subject of terrorism. 

The list was comprised of experts in the government, military, law 

enforceme~t, academic and policy research communities and from private 

enterprise. Appendix F lists the number of questionnaires submitted to 

each professional commur:ity with the number of responses received for 

coding. 

Procedures for the development of the threat questionnaire had the 

following objectives: 

1. Obtain expert perceptions concerning the threat a terrorist 

incident represents to United States national security interests~ rela­

tive to the threat represented by other incidents in a sample of twenty­

nine past terrorist events; 

2. Take full advantage of the experts' experience and perceptions 

by providing only very general and '.'ague concepts of threat and the 

national security interest. 

The questionnaire \,as limited to one page of instructions and pro­

vided the respondent with a set of five-by-seven cards describing the 

incidents, as stated in Appendix B, and a post card on l'ihich to record 

the ordinal ranking of the events. The cards were used to facilitate 

the respondents ordering and re-ordering the incidents ur:til satisfied 

with the ranking. The post card allowed the respondent to remain anony­

mous, if so desired, or to obtain a copy of the questionnaire results by 

including his retul~ address on the post card. 

The sample size of twenty-nine incidents was determined.to be too 

large a sample to ask a judge to rank without e:qJending more time and 
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effort than it was reasonable to ask of expert professionals who have 

many demands on their time. Accordingly, the sample ~..,as divided into 

two representative samples, each with three common incidents. A sample 

size of sixteen was determined to be a reasonable number to ask an ex­

pert to renk by threat. The three common points on the two scales per­

mitted joining the two with a linear transformation and thus obtaining 

a scale of all twenty-nine incidents. A linear transfor~ation was 

utilized, based on the two points out of the three common points 

with the least variance across the complete set of scales. Appendix G 

is a copy of the specific questionnaire which \olaS mailed to expert judges. 

Individual scales \'lere developed to represent the con' l1SUS of the 

experts in each community and t~o scales to represen~ the overall consensus. 

T\~o procedures were utilized to develop t\'iO different overall scales. One 

~}rocedure involved combining all the responses and developing a sc~le in' 

t!1e same manner a.s each individual scale was developed. TIle other pro­

ced~re involved utilizing the individual scales developed for each com­

munity and calculating a mean scale value for each incident. The first 

procedure gave more weight to the community with the greatest number of 

responses and with the greatest internal consensus regarding their threat 

perceptions. The second procedure equally weights each individual com­

munity's scale in developing the overall scale. Appendix H contains the 

'procedures by which the threat scales were developed from the rali data 

submitted by e;o,pert respondents. It also contains the ordinal ral'l data 

judgments submitted by expert respondents and the conversion process u~ed 

to transform the data to an interval scale. 

Upon completion of the scale development process with the solution 

of the network of simultaneous equations, two scales (one for each set 

of incidents) had been produced for each separate community and for the 
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overall scale. It \'las necessary to combine the t\YO scales of sixteen 

incidents for each cow~unity and ~he overall scale into one scale for 

all twenty-nine incidents. As stated earlier, each scale had three 

common points, the t\YO points wi th the small est variance over the com-

plete population of the scale were chosen to develop a linear transform-

ation. The scale developed from the smallest number of respondents was 

transformed onto the scale with '('he largest number of respondents. The 

following points were in co~~on on all scales: 

1. Incident number 50 dated 20 May 1969 variance = 0.07378 

2. Incident number 68 dated 4 September 1969 variance 0.24385 

3. Incident number 336 dated 27 January 1973 variance = 0.25921 

Incidents 50 and 68 were chosen as the cornmon points and the linear trans-

formation was established to combine the scales as listed in Table VI. 

Table VI. 
Linear Transformations Used To Combine Interval Scales 

Government Y 1.08X .627 
mlitary y = .692X + 1.19 
Law Enforcement Y = .426X + .09 
Private Enterprise Y = .6l5X + .431 
Acadeli1ia .y = .362X + .05 
Policy Research Y = .945X + .44 
Overall Y .92X .05 

To render the scal(~s easier for visual inspection, the origin was 

moved to 1.0 by adding the smallest value plus 1.0 to all the scale 

values Ivit!lin each scale. This also placed each scale on the same origin, 

again making visual inspection easier, with the lowes.t event score set at 

a val ue 0 fLO. 

Threat perceptions for the overall scaJe, the government scale, the 

military scale and the private enterprise scale are presented below. Th~ 
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four most threatening and the four least threatening incidents are 

reported for each scale. Each incident has been assigned an interval 

level numerica.l value indicating the threat it t-JaS perceived to represent. 

·,These values are:transformations of the raw scale values developed in 

The transformation is linear as it conforms to 

the Y = AX + B formula. This linear tram:formation I'las developed based 

upon the same tloJO points for each scale. One point is from each of the 

tl'lO middle quartiles and has the smallest variance in the quartile. This 

type of transformation was made to providf: scale values composed of 

whole numbers to facilitate visual comparison and to allow the extremes 

of the scales to' fully represent t'l;e range of the perceptions of the 

experts. 

The four most threatening and four least threatening incidents on 

each threat scale are described briefly and followed by their scale 

value. A more complete description of each incident is available in 

AppendL\. B. 

1. Threat Scores -- All Experts Combined: 

(a) #68 Kidnapping U.S. Ambassador, Brazil, 1969 -- 61; 
(b) #161 Hijacking Three Airliners, Jordan, 1970 -- 59; 
ec) #102 Kidnapping U.S. Labor Attache, Guatemala, 1970 -- 56; 
(d) #2 Killing U.S. Military Group Corrunander, Guatemala, 1968 -- 56; 
(e) #517 Bombing, Ivlanchester, 1974 -- 24; 
(f) #350 Bombing Dance Hall, Glasgow, 1973 -- 23; 
(g) #112 Hijacking Airliner, Japan, 1970 -- 21; and 
(h) #487 Bank Robbery, London, 1974 -- 19. 

2. Threat Scores -- Government Sample: 

(a) #68 Kidnapping U.S. Ambassador, Brazil, 1969 -- 69; 
(b) #161 Hijacking Three Airliners, Jordan, 1970 -- 64; 
(c) #102 Kidnapping U.S. Labor Attache, Guatemala, 1970 62; 
(d) #329 Kidnapping U.S. Ambassador, Haiti, 1973 -- 61; 
(e) #516 Attempted Airliner Hijacking, Japan, 1974 -- 31; 
(f) #350 Bombing Dance:: Hall, Glasgow, 1973 -- 27; 
(g) #517 Bombing, ~.lanchester, 1974 -- 23; and 
(h) #50 Attempted Bombing Cuban Consulate, ~bntreal, 1969 -- 20. 
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3. Threat Scores -- Military Experts: 

(a) #2 Killing U.S. Military Group Conunander, Guatemala, 1968 -- 58; 
(b) ft68 Kidnapping U.S. Ambassador, Brazil, 1969 56; 
(c) #56 Dam~ge to GM Plant, Uruguay, 1969 -- 51; 
Cd) Itl6l Hijacking Three Airliners, Jordan, 1970 50; 
(e) 11517 Bombing, Manchester, 1974 -- 28; 
(f) #350 Bombing Dance Hall, Glasgow, 1973 -- 27, 
(g) #487 Bank Robbery, London, 1974 -- J9; and 
(h) Itl3 Bombing Australian Tourist Office, New York, 1968 -- 13. 

4. Threat Scores -- Private Enterprise Experts: 

(a) #61 Hijacking Three Airliners, Jordan, 1970 -- 64; 
(b) ff68 Kidnapping U.S. Ambassador, Brazil, 1969 -- 63; 
(c) 1t439 Capture of Terrorist With Anti-Air Missiles, Rome, 1973 -- 56; 
Cd) #329 Kidnapping, U.S. Ambassador, Haiti, 1973 -- 56; 
(e) #374 Bombing Italian Consulate, Athens, 1973 -- 23; 
(f) #349 Bombing, London, 1973 -- 19; 
(g) 1t517 Bombing, ~mnchester, 1974 -- 19; and 
(h) #350 Bombing Dance Hall, Glasgow, 1973 -- 11. 

5. The four incidents with the largest variance of scores across all 

the scales were the incidents where the greatest diversity of threat 

perceptions were reported. Each incident is briefly described, followed 

by the variance for the scores for that incident: 

(a) #374 Bombing Italian Consulate Car, Athens, 1973 71; 
(b) #350 Bombing Dance Hall, Glasgow, 1973 -- 61; 
(c) #349 Bombing, London, 1973 -- 57; and 
(d) #112 Hijacking Airliner, Japan, 1970 -- 55. 

6. The four incidents with the smallest variance of scores were those 

where the greatest consensus of per~eptions of threat was reported. The 

incidents are briefly described, followed by the variance of all the 

scores for that incident: 

(a) #239 Jordanian Ambassador Attempted Assassination, London, 
1971 -- 42; 

(b) #470 Bombing, London, 1973 -- 42; " 
(c) #250 Bombing, Aldershot, England, 1972 -- 43; and 
(d) #56 Damage to G~l Plant, Uruguay, 1969 -- 43. 

Appendix I contains the complete ral-l data results of all dependent 

and independent variables developed by the researchers. The· data con-

tained in the Appendix ~"as the base for further statistical analysis 

discussed in the following two chapters. 
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III. DATA ~~ALYSIS 

A. GENERAL 

Having sele ... ted the independent va:dable from the ITERATE file and 

having scaled the independent variables developed through content analysis, 

it was possible to begin the statistical analysis of the date. The 

scaling procedures and variables selecttd from th~ ITERATE file resulted 

in all interval or ratio level data, and thus it was possible to utilize 

the strongest forms of data analysis. 

The final obj ecti ve of the data analysis \-las to develop a mUltiple 

regression equation which eA"plain~ a significant portion of the '.rariance 

in the dependent variables. 

B. DATA DISTRIBUTION AND TRN~Sr0R~~TIONS 

The raw fl'equencies of all the independent variables e\~ith the 

exception of the two variables obtained by qualitative content analysis) 

were sufficiently skewed that the data required transfoJ.'1IlatioH ~J 

conforra to the assumptions of nor-mal distribution and linearity. The 

data was transformed as follows: 

1. LOG eX + 1) and LOG eX + 2J was applied to highly right 
10 10 

skelied distributions; and 

2. Square Root was applied to moderately right skewed distr.ibutions. 

Table VII is the transformation applied to each of the independent 

variables and the correlation between the rali and tran~formed variables. 
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Table VII. Independent Variable Data Transformation 

TRANSFORMED CORRELATIO:-J 
VARIABLE TRk~S FOR~IA TI ON WITH RAN DATA 

NU~IGRPS LG 10 + 2 1.00 
NUMTER LG 10 + 2 .99 
NUVICNAT SQ RT .99 
NlR-IHOST LG 10 + 2 .06 
NlR-IGOV LG 10 + 2 .99 
NUENTS LG 10 + 2 .99 
KILLDOM LG 10 + 2 .99 
KILLFOR SQ RT 1.0 
LENGTH LG 10 + 2 - .06 
LINESPRI LG 10 .85 
LINESAFT LG 10 .64 
TOTALLINES LG 10 .66 
CNTRYLIN LG 10 .66 
FBISDATE LG 10 .77 
AR'iCLS LG 10 .77 
ATOmCA:-lA :-J/A N/A 
ATOmCST:J LG.I0 .81 
DRCTNANA N/A N/A 
DRCT:-.IST LG II) .79 

C. VARIABLE SELECTIO:J 

After the correlation between the raw and the transformed variables, 

a determination was made concerning the validity of using the transformed 

variable for further analysis. A highly positive correlation indicated 

that the results of further analysis would not be adversely affected by 

the transformation. Low positive or negative correlations indicated the 

possibility of inconsistencies in the future analysis, resulting from the 

utilization of the transformed variables. This aspect was considered in 

selecting variable's for further analysis. 

The problem of missing data was also addressed. Those variables in 

\ihich significant proportions of missing data existed were identified and 

a determination made if 1:he missing data could,be acquired or if the vari.-

able must be removed from further analysis. Through additional research 
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it was possible to determine the number of terrorists involved in all the 

sample incidents. This data was obtained from FBI':;, New York Times, London 

Times and the Los Angeles Times. 

For content analysis variables, a mean score was determined to be a 

valid event score and was utilized fer those incidents having no terrorist 

statement during the required time period in either the FBIS Daily Report 

or the New York Times. 

As a result of this phase of the data analysis, several variables were 

excluded from further analysis. Table VIII lists those variables excluded 

from further analysis. 

Table VIII. Excluded Variables 

VARIABLE NANE 

Number 0f ~·::de Terrorists 
Number of Female Terrorists 
I-Iean Age of Group I-!embers 
Age Range of Group ~Iembers 
NUmber of Prisoners' Release 
Number of Prisoners Released 
Length of Terrorist Event 

D. FACTOR ~~ALYSIS 

Demanded 

EXCLUSION fu\TIONALE 

Too few cases (15) 
Too few cases (17) 
Too few cases (1) 
Too few cases (8) 
Too few cases (38) 
Too few cases (41) 
~~l-Distributed data and very 

low correlation between raw 
and transfor'med data 

Factor analysis was conducted prior to subjecting the variables to 

multiple regression C!.nalysis. Factoring Has conducted for the purposes 

of parsimony and to preclude multicollinearity. It was necessary to re-

duce the number of variables for the final phases of the analysis while 

retaining the essential nature of the factors reprssented by the comb ina-

tion of the variables loading together on the factor. Factoring was con-

ducted in several stages: first the variables developed from the ITERATE 
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file were factored, utilizing all 214 cases in the universe of analysis. 

The next stage involved factoring the independent variables from the 

ITERATE file, using the 29 cases from the random sample under study_ 

These t\o[o stages identified the factors and val idated the loadings 

achieved in the sample with the loading achieved in the universe of 

analysis. Finally, all independent variables were factored together, 

the results of which are shmm in Ta:'le IX. 

Fact'Jring was conducted with the Statistical Package for the Social 

Sciences program for orthogonal rotated fHctoring. The number of fac-

tors for the final rotation was pre-established as four, based upon the 

emergence of four factors during previous factorings. 

Table IX. Results of Factor Analysis \Vi th Significant Factor Loadings 

VARIABLES FACfOR OXE FACTOR nm FACTOR TIIREE FACTOR FOUR 

FBIS Lines After .84 
Total FBIS Lines .93 
Total Country Lines .86 
FBIS Dates .93 
FBIS Articles .91 
Atomic Statements .57 
Directional Statements .58 
Number of Hostages .71 
Number of Governments .77 
~umber of Entities .96 
Atomic Analysis .97 
Directional Analysis .87 
Number of Terrorist Groups .73 

E. FINAL INDEPE;-';DENT VARIABLES 

Based upon the results of Table IX factoring, the following factors 

were identified and representa ti ve variabl es sel ected for further a!1alysis: 

1. Factor One incorporated six separate variables obtained through 

quantitative content analysis methods of extracting data from FBIS. Total 

Number of FBIS Lines Per Event, ~umber of Country Lines Per Event, Number 

42 

---.-~---------- ~-------



.J 

of FBIS Daily Report Issue Dates Per Event, Number of FBIS Articles Per 

Event and Nwnber of Expanded Directional and Atomic Assertion Statements 

Per Event all loaded on one factor and are highly correlated with one 

another. FBIS Daily Report Issue Dates loaded highest within the group 

of variables and was selected as the variable to represent FBIS quantita­

tive content. 

2. Factor Two involved the extent of the demands made by terrorists 

during a terrorist incident. This factor was statistically comprised of 

the number of governments upon whom demands were made by the terrorists, 

the number of separate international entities upon whom demands we~e made 

during a terrorist incident, and the number of hostages taken during the 

incident. The factor representee! a measure of the direct international 

involvement of legitimate international actors as a consequence of a 

terrorist incident. The number of separate international en~ities upon 

whom demands were made in a terrorist incident was used as a representa-

. ti ve variabl e for this factor in 'lJUl tiple regression analys is. 

3. Factor Three comprised the two qualitative content variables, . 

Atomic Assertion and Expanded Directiona~ Analysis loaded together and 

separate from other factored indepe~dent variables. In view of the higher 

loading factor, more thorough methods of insuring reliability, and higher 

bivariate correlation, Atomic Assertion Analysis was s~eeted to represent 

the terrorist group's perceived saliency of enemy threat. 

4. Factor Four involved the degree of cooperation between terrorist 

groups associated with a terrorist incident. This fa-:tor was comprised 

of one variable: The Number of Terrorist Groups Involved In A Terrorist 

Incident. 
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The follovling important variables did nct load significantly on any 

of the factors but were considered to be key variables in the explanation 

of experts' perceptions of terrorist threat: 

1. FBIS Lines Prior To The Terrorist Incident 
2. Number of Terrorists Involved In The Incident 
3. Number of Victims' Nationalities 
4. Number of Domestic Non-Combatants Killed 
5. Number of Foreign Non-Combatants Killed 

All of the above variables were retained fOT rhrther analysis except 

the Number of Victims' Nationalities, \ihich was eliminated from further 

analysis due to the high correlation with the key variable, Number of 

Terrorists. The variable Number of Terro1'ists was considei.ed more im-

portant for further analysis and \.,ras rct~d.~ed in lieu of Number of 

Victims I Nationalities, based upon its potentid as a pre~ictor of the 

future threat \"hich a terrorist group may represent. 

F. ~ruLTIPLE REGRESSION fu~ALYSIS 

1. General 

~fultiple regression analysis \'las conducted primarily as a de-

scriptive tool. The objective of the analysis was to determine what 

portion of the variance in the dependent variable was directly attribut-

able to each ?f the independent variables; e.g., in one multiple regres­

sion equation, it was determined that the independent variable Number of 

Foreign Non-Combatants Killed explained fifte(:'n per cent of cne threat 

as perceived by the research community. 

The multiple regression was conducted utqizing the regression 

sub-program of the Statisticcl Package For TIle Social Sciences. ll The 

llNip, Norman H., and others, Statistical Package For The Social 
Sciences: \1cG::.-aw-Hill, 1970. 
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stepwise forward inclusion of variables was used to compute the mUltiple 

regression correlation of independent variables with the dependent 

variables. 

2. Independent Variables 

The multiple regression was conducted in tlV'O phases. Initia.lly. 

the following independent variables were included in the regression 

equation: 

a. 

b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h . 

Number of FBIS Issue Dates Per Event 
Number of FBIS Lines Prior To Incident 
Atomic Content Analysis Scale 
~urnuer of Foreign Non-Co~batants Killed 
:-lumber of Entities Upon l'ih(;'TI Demands I'lere Made 
Number of Terrorist Groups Pal.ticipating In Incident 
Number of Terrorist Individuals Participating In Incident 
Number of Domestic Non-Combatants Killed 

. -.--- -- -.... -_.- . The above -listed variables . .\~ereudeveloped d!!ring the data CO)) eetioD and 

had been factored in the initial phases of the data analysis in para~raph 

D above. 

The second phase of the multiple regression analysis was conduc'ted 

utilizing a series of nominal level dummy independent variables in ai-

dition to the independent variables. used in the initial multiple regres-

sions. This phase had the objective of deterrnini!lg which nominal leveJ 

variables having some degree of implicit association with terrorist threat 

did in fact explain a significant portion of the variance in the d2pendent 

variables. 

3. Selection of The Nominal Level Dummy Independent Variables 

The ITERATE File contains a series 0f nominal level variables which 

all had some degree of implicit association with the threat represented by 

international terrorism. The nominal level independent variables were 

selected for analysis by multiple regression and were entered into the 
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regression analysis which was composed of the independent variables from 

the initial phase of the multiple regression analysis. The follOl~ing 

variables were used as dummy variables having only tl~O nominal states: 

"yes" or "no." 

a. Geographical Location of The Incident 

Five geographic locations were defined: Latin America, South 

"America, North America, Europe and The l>liddle East. It lias hypothesized 

that for geopolitical reasons, it was possible that perceptions of terror-

ist threat may be associated I.;ith the location in which the incident took 

place. 

b. Terrorist Discriminate Selection of Tne Target 

Discriminate target selection on the part of a terrorist 

group ~na~catea an aOlllty to pLan ana execute a mo~e extensive type of 

operation than is necessary to attack a target of opportunity. It was 

hypot~esized that this added degree of operational capability was assoc-

iated with perception of greater threat for terrorist incidents involving 

discriminate target selection. 

c. United States Citizen Victims of The Terrorist Incident 

DU0 to the greater overall impact associated with attacks on 

United States citizens by terrorists, it was hypothesized that such in-

cidents may have been perceived as having greater threat to the United 

St"a tes national security ob j ecti ves. 

d. Terrorist Incident Involving Attack on Official United States 
Installation 

It was hypothesized that the physical and psychological impact 

of a terrorist attack on an official United States installation would re-

suIt in an increase of the threat perceptions for this type incident. 
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e. Terrorist Group Identified As Fedayeen 

It was hypothesized that the fanatical image surrounding the 

Fedayeen terrorist groups !'1ould contribute to the perception of threat 

associated with terrorist incidents involving Fedayeen groups. 

4. Multiple Regression Correlation Results 

The complete results of the regression analysis conducted in 

both phases of the analysis are contained in Appendix K, which is a 

summary of mUltiple regression (R2 increase associated with each of 

ITERATE and Content Analysis independent variables in the regression 

equation), and Appendix L, a summary of multiple regression (R2 increase 

associated with the inclusion of the nominal level independent variables 

in t:he regression equation). The most significant results of both 

phases of regression are displayed in the Tables X through XIV. 

Tables X and XI contain the results of the regression conducted 

during the first phase, 1'Ji1:h the dependent variables representing the 

overall threat perceptions of all the experts and the average threat 

perception for all the cOf,uu:lni ties invol vee. 

Table X. 
Regression of 111e Dependent Variable "Overall Threat" 
With The Initial Interval Level Independent Variables 

9S g.; CO)lFIDE';CE LEVEL OF HiDEPENDENT 
VAfUADLES B INTERVAL SIGNI FICA.'\CE 

Number of FBIS Issue Dates 
Number of Terrorist Groups 
Number of Foreign Non-

Combatants Killed 
Number of Terrorists 
Number of FBIS Lines Prior 
Number of Domestic Non-

Combatants Killed 
Atomic Content Analysis ScI 

TOTAL ...... . 

.39 

.008 

.02 

.004 

.002 

.0008 

.0005 

.42 

.77 
1.16 

.17 

.18 
-.04 
-.12 

.006 

Constant .87751 
Overall Level of Significance 0.05 
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Table XI. 
Regression of The Dependent Variable "Average Threat" 
With The Initial Interval Level Independent Variable 

INDEPENDE:-JT 
VARIABLES 

Number of FBIS Dates .32 
Number of Foreign Non- .1 

Combatants Killed 
Atomic Content Analysis ScI .04 
Number of Entities Demands .02 

Nade Upon 
Number of FBIS Lines Prior .008 

To Ev<!nt 
Number of Terrorist Groups 
Number of Domestic Non­

Combatants Killed 
TOTAL ...••.. 

.005 

.002 

.484 

B 

.41 

.36 

.05 

.09 

.05 

95 ~o CONFIDENCE 
INTERVAL 

a ~ B < .8 
o <. B < .74 

- .04 < B < .13 
-.17 < B < .4 

-.14 < B < .23 

-.47 -1.6 < B < 1.6 
< B < .74 -.117 -1.3 

Constant 1.9 
Overall Level of Significance .025 

LEVEL OF 
SIGNIFICANCE 

.005 

.01 

More Than .5 

" 

" 

" 
" 

Tables XII and XIII contain the results of the regression analysis 

conducted I'lith the same dependent variable in the second phases of the 

analysis. The tables shol'l the results of the addition of the independent 

variables indicating that United States citizens were involved as victims 

in the terrorist incident. 

All of t11e tables X through XIII follow the same for-nat: the 

percentage of the variance explained by each independent variable is 

indicated CR2); the regression coefficient for each variable is indicated 

(B); the range of the 95% confidenc.e interval calculated on a.T distribu-

tion is indicated; and the significance level obtained from an F test is 

presented. 
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Table XII. 
Regression of The Dependent Variable "Overall Threat" 

With The Initial Variables And The Nominal Level 
Independnet Variable Indicating If A United States 

Citizen Was Victim In The Terrorist Incident 

INDEPENDENT 95% CONFIDENCE LEVEL OF 
VARIA.l~LES R2 B INTERVAL SIGNIFICANCE ------
US Citizen Victims .45 .7 1.12) B > .27 .005 

'Number of FBIS Issue Dates .17 .8 .2 <. B< 1.45 .005 
Number of FBIS Lines Prior .01 -.13 - .39 ( B <. .13 .05 
Number of Entities Demands .01 -.17 - .57 <. B < .24 More Than 

Made Upon 
Number of Foreign Non- .004 -.19 - .77< B< .4 " 

Combatants Killed 
Nwnber of Terrorist Groups .005 -.74 -3.8 <. B( 2.4 " 
Atomic Content Analysis ScI .005 .02 - .07< B < .1 " 
Nwnber of Terrorists .003 -.2 -1.3 < B < .88 It 

Number of D~mestic Non- .0005 .09 -1.0 <.B<1.3 " 
Combatants Killed 

TOTAL . . . .67 
Constant 3.2 

Overall Level of Significance 0.25 

Table XIII. 
Regression of The Dependent Variable IIAverage Threat" \'lith The Initial 
Interval Level Independent Variables And The )lominal Level Variable 

Indicating If A United Stat~s Citizen Was Victim of The- Terrorist Incident 

INDEJ1ENDENT 95~o CONFIUE>lCE LEVEL OF 

.05 

VARIABLES R2 B INTERVAL SIGNIFICAXCE -
Nwnber of FBIS Issue Dates .36 .2 - .13 <. B < . SS .025 
US Citizen Victims .11 .4 .6 '/ B ">.17 .005 
Number of Terrorist Groups .14 -2.9 -4.94 .( B<- .9 .005 
Atomic Content Analysis ScI .08 .06 - .12 < B<- .007 .025 
NLI.mber of Entities Demands .05 .3 - .04 < B< .64 .005 

~Iade Upon 
Nwnber of Terrorists .06 -.6 -1.2 < B < .07 .025 
Nwnber of Foreign Non- .007 .12 .19 < B < .43 More Than .5 

Combatants Killed 
Number of FBIS Lines Prior .001 .02 - .12 < B < .17 " 

To Event 
Nunilier of Domestic Non- .0004 -.06 .72 <. B <. .59 " 

Combatants Killed 
TOTAL . . .82 

Constant 4.62 
Overall Level of Significance Less Than .005 
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Table XIV presents the results of one of the more significant 

multiple regression analyses found. This regression i.s of the depend-

ent variable representi.ng the threat perceptions of government experts 

and includes the independent variable indicating if an official United 

States installation was the target of the terrorist incident. 

Table XIV 

Regression of The Dependent Variable "Government Threat" l'li th The Initial 
Independent Variables And The Nominal Level Variable United States OfficiaI 
Installation Involved As A Target In The Terrorist Incident 

INDEPE~DEiI.'T 2 95% CONFIDENCE LEVEL OF 
VARIABLES R B INTERVAL SIGNIFICANCE 

Number of FBIS Issue Dates 
US Official Installation 
Atomic Content Analysis 
Number of Terrorists 
Number of Foreign Non-

Combatants Killed 
Number of Terrorist Groups 
Number of FBIS 

TOTAL 
CONSTANT 

Lines Prior 

.260 .70 -0.08 < B < 1. 50 .025 

.160 .95 0.18 -< B < 1. 70 .005 

.040 .06 -0.04(B<0.17 .250 

.013 .53 -0.80 < B < 1.87 r-Iore Than 

.Oll .23 -0.40 < B ( 0.87 " " 
.. 002 .43 -3.28 <B < 4.14 " " 
.001 .03 -0.29 < B < 0.35 " " 

.48 
2.80 

Level of Significance of The Overall Regression Equation .05 

5. ~rultiple Regression Correlation Findings. 

.5 

" 
" 
" 

Based on the results of the multiple regression correlations the 

following conclusions were derived concerning the significance of the 

various independent variables and the amount, of the variance in the 

dependent variable which the independent variables explained: 

a. The variable FBIS Daily Report Issues Per Terror.ist Event 

explained more of the vc:riance in the dependent variables than any of 

the other independent variables developed through content analysis. It 

was the only content analysis-ass'Jciated independent variable that I,as 

statistically significant in the regression analysis equation. 

Q. The independent Variables indicatin~ the FBiS Lines Prior to 
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a terrorist incident and the variable developed with the atomic content 

analysis methodology were not significant in explaining any of the 

variance of the dependent variables in the regression equations. 

c. The independent variable Number of Terrorists Involved in 

the incident, was used as the representative variable' for tIlE' factor 

associated ''lith the total human invo 1 vement in the terrorist incident. 

This variable explained more of the variance in the dependent variables 

that any of the other interval level variables from the ITERATE file. 

d. The independent variable representing the Number of Foreign 

Non-Combatants Killed in the terrorist incident 11as significant in the 

explanation of the variance of the dependent variable Academic Threat 

Percepticns. 

e. The independent variables Number Of Terrorist Groups, Number 

Of Entities Upon Whom Terrorist Demands IV-ere ~lade, and Number Of Domestic 

Non-Combatants Killed were not significant in explaining any of the 

variance in the dependent variables. 

f. The nominal level variable i.ndicatin~ that a U.S. Citizen 

Was The Victim in the terrorist incj dent explained t!ie largest percentage 

of the variance in the dependent variables Overall Threat, Government 

Threat, Military Threat, Private Enterprise Threat and Law Enforcement 

Threat. 

g. The variable indicating that the Terrorist Target Was 

Selectively Chosen was significant in explaining the variance in the 

dependent variables Government, Law Enforcement, Research, Overall and 

Average Threat. 

h. The nominal level variable indicating that an Official 

U.S. Installation Was Involved As A Target in the terrorist incident was 

• 
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significant in explaining the variance in one dependent variable: 

Government Threat. 

i. The variable indicating the terrorists ''Iere identified as 

Fedayeen was not significant in.explaining the variance in any of the 

dependent variables. 

j. No specific geographic location for the occurrence of terrorist 

incidents was significant in explaining the variance in any of the 

dependent variables. 

6. Summary of Multiple Regression Analysis Findings 

The combination of variables which were statistically most signifi­

cant in ex~laining the variance of each dependent variable is presented be­

low. The independent variables. were significant at the .05 level or better 

and were arranged in order of decreasing significance. 

a. The Overall, Military and Private Enterprise Threat va~iables' . 
variance were be~ explained by the combination of the inde­
pendent variables U.S. Citizen Victims and FBIS Issue Dates. 

b. The Government Threat variable's variance was best explained 
by the independent variables Official U.S. Installation Being 
The Target of The Incident and FBIS Issue Dates. 

c. The Law Enforcement Threat variable'S variance was best ex­
plained by the combination of Selective Target Chosen By The 
Terrorists and Number or FBIS Issue Dates. 

d. None of the independent variables \~ere significant in the ex­
planation of the variance in the Academic and Research Threat 
variables. . 

e. The Average Threat variable's variance I.as best explained by 
the combination of the following independent variables: United 
States Citizens Victim, FBIS Issue Dates and Number of Foreign 
Non-Combatants Killed. 

Table XV contains the standardized regression coefficients (Betas) 

for each of the independent variables. The Betas for the independent 

variables utilized in the first phases' of the regression were obtained 

as a result of entering all these variables into t.h-: regression analysis. 

The Betas for the nominal level .ariables utilized in the second phases 

of the regression analysis were obtained I"h:m these variables were entered 

into the analysis one at a time with the variables from the first phas.e. 
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Table XV. 

Table of Standardized Regression Coefficients (Beta) 

Unless other\dse indicated, the Betas are significant at the .05 level 
or higher. Less significant Betas are included when the specific 
multiple regression Jid not result in a higher level of significance. 
The less significant Betas are provided to indicate the variable that 
is responsible for most of the change in the variance of the dependent 
variable. 

DEPENDENT VARIABLES INDi::PENDENT 
VARIABLES OVRL GOV z"n L 13 US LAI'l ACADEMIA RSRCH AVERAGE 

Number of FBIS 
Issue Dates .56 

Number of Foreign 
Non-Combatants 
Killed 

NL1lJlber of 
Terrorists .25**.26** 

US Citizen Victim.63 .60 .76 
Discriminate 

Target Se1ection.37 .34 
US Official 

** 
* 

Installation 
Targe-t .43 .43 

.25 Level of Significance 

.10 Level of Significance 

.21**.55 

-.36 
.52 .69 

.72 

.35* 

.42 

.35 .36 

.51 

.47 

The Betas representregressio" coefficients where the unit of 

measurement has been standardize?' for all variables. It is thus 

possible to directly compare the Betas for the purpose of evaluating 

the contribution which each variable makes to the relative change of the 

variance of the dependent variable. 

From Table XV we can conclude the following: 

a. T);"! independent variable, U.S. Citizen Victim Of The Incident 

caused the largest and most significant change in the threat perceptions 

of all the experts.as represented in both the Overall and the Average 

scales, and in the perceptions of threat held by the experts in the 

Government, Military and Business communities. It made a significant 
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relative change in the threat perceptions of the Law Enforcement 

experts. 

b. The independent variable Discriminate Target Selection by 

the terrorists was the most significant and caused the largest change 

in. the perceptions of threat held by the LaN Enforcement experts. It 

made a smaller but still ~ignificant change in the perception of all 

the experts and in the separate perceptions of Government and t-lili­

tary experts. 

c. The independent variable U.S. Official Installation Attacked 

made a significant relative change in the threat perceptions of the 

Government and the ~!ili tary experts. 

d. nle independent variable ~umber of FBIS Issue Dates devoted 

to the terrorist incident made a.highly significant and large change 

to the threat perceptions of all the experts as expressed in both the 

Overall and the Average scales. It also made a significant relative 

change in the perceptions of the LaI" Enforcement experts. 

e. The independent variable Number of Foreign Non-Combatants 

.alled was the only variable which made a noteworthy relative change 

to the threat perceptions of the Academic and Po ncy Research experts; 

it was also a significant variable in explaining the change ~n the 

threat perceptions of all the experts as expressed in the Average 

threat scale. 

£. The independent variable Number of Terrorists Involved made 

a significant negative change in the 'threat perceptions of the Law 

Enforcement experts. 
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7. Time Series Analysis 

In determining to what extent the threat perceptions of the ex-

perts concerning terrorism were related to time, it was recognized that 

perceptions of increasing threat over time IVould have a significant im-

pact on the overall analysis. It was necessary to analyze the correla-

tion between the threat and time. Time was computed by setting the 

first mont l
> f the period of analysis equal to one and the last month 

equal to eighty-four. The time series analysis was conducted utilizing 

Pearson product moment. The results of this correlation are presented 

in Table XVI. Table XVI presents the percentage of the variance in 

threat perception assc.ciated with tinct. (R2) and the significance level 

for each R2. 

Table XVI. Results of Time Series Analysis 

DEPE~DE~7 VARIABLE R~ SrG~IFICANCE LEVEL 

Overall Threat .25990 .00236 
Average Threat .13863 .02335 
Government Threat .12616 .02933 
Research Threat .02194 .22159 
~Ii li tary Threat .09233 > 05472 
Academia Threat .00112 .43169 
Law Enforcement .24200 .00336 
Private Enterprise .14g79 .01903 

Based on the results shown in Table XVI, it is possible to 

conclude that there is no linear correlation to indicate that the 

experts I perceptions of terrorist threat are changing as a function of 

time. 
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IV. CONCLUSIONS 

A. THREAT PERCEPTIO~S 

The methodology employed to: Ca) survey experts concerning their 

perceptions of terrorist threat, and (b) transform their ordinal judg­

ments into an interval scale, provided a measurement of the threat of 

terrorist incidents, which proved to be valid and useful means of cor­

relating threat with other aspects of terrorist incidents. Tne threat 

perceptions of those experts representinr- the various communities 

directly involved in t;ombating terrorism (e.g., government and law 

enforcement) Here highly correlated with each other. HO\~ever J the 

threat perceptions of those experts studying terrorism and conducting 

policy research relative to terrorism were significantly different 

from the perceptions of the ~xperts directly involved in combating 

terrorism. The combination of the threat perceptions of all the experts 

into either an overall or an average chreat scale resulted in a scale 

which correlated highly 'vi th the perceptions of those experts involved 

in directly combating terrorism. The combined scales did not correlate 

lVith the perceptions of those experts doing research and stue/ing ter­

rorism. 

B. ITERATE VARIABLES 

The aspects of terrorist incidents dra~n from the ITERATE File 

related ge'nerally to the method of operation of the terrorist group. 

Two sub-sets of aspects existed in these variables: (a) those aspects 

which were generally accepted and relatively obvious contributors to 

the thre.lt perceptions associated ,dth a terrorist incident (e.g., 

U.S. citi:ens as the victim of the incident), and (b) those aspects 

which were less obvious contributers to the threat associated with a 

terrorist incident (e.g., the number of terrorists involved in the 
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incident). Variables from both of these aspects of terrorist methods of 

operation proved to be significant contributors to the threat associated 

with a terrorist incident. 

C. CONTE~T ANALYSIS 
The qualitative content analysis methodologies used to determine 

the terrorist group's perceived saliency of ,its enemy produced interval 

scales which did not correlate highly with any of the dependent 

perceived threat variables derived from experts, nor did it contribute 

to explaining a significant degJ.ee of variance in the regression 

equation. Accordingly, the study indicated that the perceived saliency 

of a terrorist group's enemy is not a primary or significant threat to 

U.S. national security as perceived by expert respondents. 

The quantitative content analysis methodology of lines in FBIS 

relating to indicators of the terrorist event prior to the initiation 

of the incident I"as developed as a possible predictor of terrorist 

activity. The independent variable of FBIS lines prior to an event did 

not correlate significantly with any of the dependent variables, nor 

did it contribute to explaining a significant degree of the variance in 

the regr~ssion equation. Accordingly, the study indicated that FB,IS 

content pri0r to a ten'orist event is not an indica tor 0 f threat to 

U.S. national security as perceived by expert respondents. 

As indicated in factor analysis, several quantitative content 

analysis variables loaded together around FBIS Daily Report Issues and 

were a representative factor variable for FBIS content in general. FBIS 

content had the highest R2 of all independent variables with a Beta 

of .77 at a .005 significance level in the regression equation. Also, 

FBIS content contributed most to the relative change in all the dependent 

variables during regression analysis and was significant in explaining 

most of the variance for all 6ependent variables. Accordingly, the study 
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indicated that FBIS content is directly related to the perception of U.S. 

national security as pero:eived by expert respondents. 

D. ALTER.."IATE SOLUTIONS 

The ITERATE File ""as found to be the broadest based available data 

source for the study of international terrorism. Based on the findings 

of this study, the folloNing comments are provided for improving the 

utility of the ITERATE data file: 

1. Increase the source documents used for data collection, including 
FBIS Daily Report issues, The Los Angeles Times and TIle London Times. 

2. Incorporate a set of variables to measure and represent the 
cultural and ethnic traditions and constraints felt by the terror­
ist group which could influence its methods of operation. 

3. Incorporate a set of variables to measure and represent the linkages 
which exist betl-Jeen the terrorist group involved in the terrorist 
incident and other terrorist groups. 

4. Incorporate a set of variables to measure and represent the linkages 
existing betHeen a terrorist group involved in a terrorist incident 
and other international actors. 

5. Incorporate a set of variables that measure and represent a terror­
ist group's demands, patterns and negotiating behavior. 

6. Incorporate a set of variables that represent the results of con­
tent analysis of terrorist statements. 

Further refineQent and updating of information in the ITERATE File 

could contribute significantly to statistical evaluation anu analysis of 

terrorist activity and operational patterns of terrorist groups. Present-

ly missing data which is available in open source literature would con-

tribute greatly to the eXGellent statistical data file contained in the 

ITERATE File. 

Two specific recommendations are submitted for future research dedicated 

to scaling expert respondent results: 

1. Develop a more sophisticated consensus model for integrating the 
opinions of experts in the various communities into a scale to re­
present the overall threat perceptions of high-level decision makers. 
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2. Develop a feedback mechanism which would permit updating of threat 
scales based upon changing national security objectives relative 
to the international situation and the emergence of varying types 
of terrorist methods. 

As can be determined by a reviel\l of FBIS content raw data, certain 

terrorist events in certain countries are covered thoroughly, whereas 

other events in different countries have little o~ no FBIS coverage. An 

in-depth study of terrorist activity coverage in FBIS by country may be 

profitable in the reallocation of resources for the publication of FBIS 

Daily Report issues. 

Finally, a further analysis of classified files using Atomic Assertion 

Content Analysis methodology for scoring terrorist statements in relation 

to perceived enemy threat may reveal causative effects and/or correlation 

with significant prediction indicators of terrorist activity. 
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APPENDIX A 

DHIENSIONS OF SALIE;~CY OF ENEf.!Y PERCEPTIONS 

1. Highly Salient Active TIlreat -- the enemy is perceived as engag­

ing in activity immediately threatening, hostile to the group's interests 

and requiri"g attention activity by the group. 

2. Highly Salient Stroug Threat -- the enemy is considered to have 

potential or actual capabilities of taking direct or indirect actions 

which adversely affect the group, with a high probability of success, 

unless action is taken to check, equal or surpass his power. 

3. Highly Salient Proximate Threat -- the enemy is perceived as 

close in time, space and meaning and there is considerable involvement, 

interaction or cqnflict with him. 

4. Highly Salient Ego-Relevant -- the central elements of the group's 

self-image (i.e., stands, beliefs, responses or attitudes) are affected 

or influenced by the enemy or the enemy's perceived presence. 

5. Low Salient Passive Threat -- the enemy is less threatening, less 

engaged in activity which is immediately hostile and less demanding of 

the group's attention. 

6. Low Salient Weak Threat -- the enemy is not perceived as having 

sufficient power to take successful actions against the group, requiring 

only a monitoring effort of the enemy:s activities and minimizing his 

chance for future gains at the group's expense. 
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7. Low Salient Distant Threat -- the enemy is perceived as being 

remote in time, space and meaning with little likelihood of perceived 

confrontation. 

8. Low Salient Ego-Irrelevant -- the enemy does not have a great 

.impact on the group's behavior, attitudes or actions. 



APPENDIX B 

DESCRIPTIVES OF TERRORIST EVENTS 

EVE;-.IT #2 THE RA."m CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 16 JANUARY 1968, GUATE~~\LA 

GUNl<!EN IN A PASSING CAR SHOT TO DEATH COLONEL JOHN D. WEBBER, Cm1MANDER 

OF THE 34-MAN U.S. MILITARY GROUP IN GUATEMALA AND LIEUTENANT COr.ll\lANDER . 

ER.'JEST A. f.1UNRO, HEAD OF THE NILITARY GROUP'S NAVY SECTION, AS THEY NERE 

RETURNING FROM LUNCH. Tim ENLISTED MEN WERE WOUNDED IN THE ATTACK. THE 

FOLLOWING DAY THE REVOLUTIONARY ARMED FORCES (FAR) DISTRIBUTED LEAFLETS 

STATING THAT IT HAD EXECUTED THE nqO U.S. OFFICIALS BECAUSE GUATEMALAN 

MILITARY GROUPS "CREATED BY AMERICAN ORDERS" HAD KILLED THOUSA.'lDS OF 

GUATE~1AL..'\.NS. THE KILLING OF WEBBER AND MUNRO WAS ALSO REPORTED TO BE IN 

REVENGE FOR THE DEATH OF ROGELIA CRUZ ~1ARTINEZ, A FORMER "MISS GUATE~1ALA," 

WHO HAD BEEN BRUTALLY SLAIN BY LA t>1ANO BLA.\lCO, A RIGHT-WING TERRORIST GROUP, 

BECAUSE OF HER LEFTIST CONTACTS. 

EVENT #13 THE FAND CHRONOLOGY 

EVEm DATED 4 JULY 1968, UNITED STATES 

~ .. --.... ~ ...... ....... . 
THE AUSTRALIAN NATIONAL TOURIST OFFICE IN NEW YORK CITY WAS BOMBED 

BY EL PODER CUPANO, fu'J ~~I-CASTRO GROUP. 
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EVENT #31 THE ~~ CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 12 OCTOBER 1968, BP~ZIL 

~ffiMBERS OF THE VANGUARDA POPUL~~ REVOLUCIONAIRA (VPR) KILLED U.S. AJU·W 

CAPTAIN CHARLES R. CHAJ.JDLER BY l'oIACHINE GUN FIRE IN FRONT OF HIS HOME IN 

SAO PAULO. ACCORDING TO U.S. OFFICIALS, CAPTAm CHANDLER WAS STUDYING 

BRAZILI~~ fu~D PORTUGUESE HISTORY AT THE UNIVERSITY OF SAO PAULO BEFORE 

TAKING A TEACHING ASSIGNl-IENT AT WEST POINT. LEAFLETS LEFT NEAR HIS BODY 

ACCUSED HIM OF BEING A "VIETNANESE l:JAR CRIMINAL." LEFTISTS CLAIMED THP.T 

HE HAD BEEN SENT TO BRAZIL TO ORGANIZE fu~D TRAIN RIGHT-WING TERRORIST 

GROUPS. 

E'/ENT If SO THE RAND CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 20 r.IAY 1969, C~~ADA 

11'l0 CUBAN REFUGEES WERE ARRESTED IN NEW JERSEY AFTER Tl-iEY HAD ATTE~!PT­

ED TO BOl-ill THE CUBAN CONSUf:..ATE IN ~IONTREAL. 
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EVENT #56 THE RAND C1!RO;~OWGY 

EVENT DATED 20 JUNE 1969, URUGUAY 

TWO TUPAMARO TERRORISTS, DRESSED IN POLICE UNIFOR1-1S, ATTACKED A 

FACILITY OF GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION I:-J MJ!'-J"TEVIDEO, CAUSING DAMAGE 

ESTH/lA.TED AT $1 MILLION DOLLARS. 

EVENT #68 THE RAND CHRONOLOGY 

EVE!,;"T DATED 4 SEPTEf.IBER 1969, BRAZIL 

IN RIO DE JANEIRO, t-!DffiERS OF THE l·!OVn.lEl'.'TO RE\fOLUCIONARIO-8 (MR-8) A'\"D 
ACTION FOR NATIONAL LIBERATION (ALN) KIDNAPPED CHARLES BURKE ELBRICK, U.S. 
Aj,IBASSADOR TO BRAZIL. THE KIDNAPPERS TOOK ELBRICK FROr.! HIS CAR Al'!D LEFT A 
RANSm! NOTE DHiA.NDING THE RELEASE OF 15 PRISO:-iERS WHO WERE TO BE FLOW~~ TO 
ALGERIA, CHILE OR ~1EXICO, AND DE~lANDniG THE PUBLICATIO:-.l OF A..'i A.f..iTIGOVER...\1-lENT 
MANIFESTO. THE KIDNAPPERS NEGOTIATED WITH THE GOVER..."l}'lENT BY NOTES. 

THEIR DEMANDS PLACED A GREAT STRAIN ON THE BRAZILIA.J-.l GOVFRNt-lENT, A mLITAR) 
JUNTA THAT HAD ASSUMED POWER ONLY A FEI'!' DAYS EARLIER WHEN THE PRESIDE:-IT SUF-
FERED A STROKE. HARDLINERS WITHIN THE l-IILITA.ttY WHO DID NOT 1'l.<\NT TO ACCEDE TO 
THE KIDNAPPERS I DE~Ii\NDS SPLIT WITH THOSE IIiHO WERE WILLING TO ACCEDE IN ORDER 
TO GAIN THE A1'IBAS~AD6R I S RELEASE. ON SEPT. 5, THE GOVER}'!f.lENT AGREED TO RE-
LEASE THE PRISONERS AND AUTHORIZED BRAZILIA.'J NEWSPAPERS TO PUBLISH nlE MANI-
FESTO. TIlE DEAL \'iAS ALmST UPSET AT THE FINAL Mm.lENT WHEN PARATROOPERS I:-J 
RIO DE JANEIRO ATTEMPTED TO PREVENT THE PLA.'IE CARRYI:-lG THE PRISONERS FRml 
TAKING OfF. THc PARATROOPERS WERE ORDERED BACK TO THEIR BARRA.CKS, HOWcVER, 
A.'lD THE PLANE LEFT FOR l-ffiXICO ON SEPT. 6. AMBASSADOR ELBRICK \'lAS RELEASED 
ON SEPT. 7. . 

FOLLOIVING THE EPISODE, BRAZILIA..~ AlJTHORITIES INITIATED A ROUND-UP OF 
LEFTIST SUSPECTS, ARRESTING AS MANY AS 4,000. THIS \'lAS THE FIRST OF THE 
DIPLOMATIC KIDNAPPINGS, A PRACTICE TIlAT SPREAD RAPIDLY TIIROUQiOUT LATIN 
AMERICA IN THE NEXT FEI'f YEA.RS. 
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EVENT #102 WE RAND CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 6 ~~RCH 1970, GUATE~t~LA 

MEMBERS OF TIlE REVOLUTIONARY ARMED FORCES (FAR) KIDNAPPED SEAN HOLLY, 

U.S. LABOR ATTACHE, AND DEMANDED THE RELEASE ()T: FOUR PRISONERS, HELD BY 

GUATEMALAN AUTHORITIES, IN RETURN FOR HOLLY'S RELEASE. THE GOVERNMENT. 

WHICH HAD FACED A SHULAR INCIDENT WHEN ALBERTO FUENTES MOHR, GUATEMALAN 

FOREIGN ~lINISTER, WAS KIDNAPPED ON fEBRUARY 27, AGAIN AGREED TO MEET THE 

KIDNAPPERS' DEMANDS. TIVO OF THE PRISONERS WERE TURNED OVER TO THE COSTA 

RICAN E~IBASSY ON MARCH 7, BUT TIlE OTHER TWO COULD NOT BE LOCATED. ONE, 

WHO \'lAS NOT IN PRISON AS THE !~IDNAPPERS BELIEVED, l>IADE H... OIVN WAY TO THE 

COSTA RICAN EMBASSY AND WAS GRA~"TED ASYLll,L THE FOURTH CONTACTED THE FAR 

FROM TAPACHULA, MEXICO, WHERE HE HAD BEE:-J STAYIfiG. THE KIDNAPPERS RELEASLD 

HOLLY ON MARCH 8. 

EVE~i #112 THE RAND CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 31 ~IARCH 1970, JAPfuX 

NINE 1>1E."IBERS OF THE UNITED RED ARMY (URA) HIJACKED A JA?AN AIR LINES 

PLANE A,"lD ORDERED IT FLOWN TO PYONGYANG, NORTH KOREA. IN A,\j ELABORATE 

RUSE, OFFICIALS DiSGUISED SEOUL'S AIRPORT TO LOOK LIKE PYONGYfu~G'S AND 

WE PLANE LANDED IN SEOUL, BUT THE HIJACKERS WERE NOT FOOLED. THEY LET 

THE PASSENGERS DISEMBARK IN SEOUL, Ho\~EVER; THEN FLEW ON TO PYONGYANG. 
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EVENT 11142 TI-l~ RAND CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 22 JULY 1970, GREECE 

SIX ARAB GUERRILLAS HIJACKED AN OLYr.IPIC AIRWAYS 727 AIRLINER OVER 
RHODES AFTER IT HAD TAKEN OFF FROM BEIRUT, fu~D ORDERED IT FLOWN TO CAIRO. 
THEY DE~~DED THE RELEASE OF SEVEN OTHER ARAB GUERRILLAS BEING HELD EY 
THE GREEK GOVERl\lMEl';'T FOR THE ATTACK 0:. AN EL AL ISR.t\EL AIRLINES PLANE 
(DECEMBER 26, 1969), FOR Ai" ATTEr.IPTED HIJACKING OF A TWA AIRPLfu'l1E (DECEM­
BER 24, 1969), AND FOR AN ATTACK ON THE EL AL ISRAEL AIRLINES OfFICE IN 
ATHENS (NOVE~ffiER 27, 1969). 

WITH THE INTERl'l1ATIONAL RED CROSS ACTING AS INTE~ffiDIARY, THE GREEK 
C-OVERNMENT PROMISED TO RELEASE THE PRISONERS WITHIN ONE MONTH, AND THE 
55 PASSENGERS fu'l1D CREW OF THE OLYt.IPIC AIRI,/AYS PLA1..JE WERE PELEASED. THE 
PALESTINIAN POPULAR STRUGGLE FRONT CLAIMED CREDIT FOR TIlE OPERATION. 
OFFICIALS IN CAIRO WELCOMED THE SIX HIJACKERS AND PRAISED THEIR DETERJlU-
NATION TO FREE THEIR COLLEAGUES. THE GREEK GOVERNMENT WENT AHEAD WITH 
THE TRIAL OF 11,10 OF THE GUERRILLAS WHOSE PELEASE HAD BEEN AGREED TO (THE 
OTHER FIVE HAD ALREADY BEEN SENTENCED) • T.-IEY ~JERE FOUND GUILTY fu'l1D SE.'I1- • 
TENCED TO pnISON TER~S TOTALING ~~RE THAN 29 YEARS) BUT WERE RELEASED O~ 
AUGUST 12 p.CCORDI;-';G TO THE AGREEI-ffiNT WORKED OUT ON JULY 22. 

EVENT #161 THE R..\,\jD CHRO!<lOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 9 SEPTE~ffiER 1970, LEBANON, EGYPT & JORDAN 

THE POPULAR FRONT FOR THE LIBERATION OF PALES fINE (PFLP) HIJACKED A 

BOAC VC-10 AND FLEl'1 TO DAWSON FIELD IN JORDAN (BRINGING THE TOTAL NillffiER 

OF HOSTAGES HELD IN THE DESERT TO 300 AS SO~lE HOSTAGES WERE ALRE.A.DY HELD 

THERE FROM PREVIOUS HIJACKINGS). NEGOTIATIONS TO FREE THEM WERE CO~fPLICATED 

BY THE OUTBREAK OF FIGHTING BETWEEN JORDfu'HAN TROOPS AND PALESTINIAN GUER­

RILLAS. ON SEPTEI>ffiER 12, THE R5\lt\INING PASSENGERS (WmffiN AND CHILDREN HAD 

BEEN RE~IOVED EARLIER) WERE EVACUATED AND THE 3 PLANES (2 OF l'lHICH WERE 

THERE FRO~! PREVIOUS HIJACKINGS) WERE BLOWN UP. MOST OF THE PAS[)ENGERS ~fERE 

SOON RELEASED, BUT THE PFL~ CONTINUED TO HOLD 58 HOSTAGES TO EXERT PRESSURE 

ON THE· EUROPEAN GOVERNHENTS. THE HOSTAGES WERE RELEASED ON SEPT. 25, 26 :\.."m 

29. ON SEPT. 29, THE SWISS AND WEST GERMAN GOVERN~ffiNTS WOULD FREE 7 AR-\B 

GUERRILLAS WHEN THE LAST 6 HOSTAGES (1'lH0 WERE U.S. CITIZENS) HAD LEFT JORDAN. 

THE 7 PRISONERS WERE RELEASED AND FLOWN TO CAIRO ON SEPTEMBER 30. 
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EVENT #220 WE RAND CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 29 ~~Y 1971, SPAIN 

BASQUE NATIONALISTS ATTEMPTED TO KIDNAP HENRI WOLnlER, THE FRENQ-I 

CONSUL, IN Sfu~ SEBASTIN~. HE RESISTED AND ESCAPED. 

EVENT #239 TIiE RAND CHRONOLOGY 

eVENT DATED 15 DECE'IBER 1971, illHTED KINGDOM 

BLACK SEPTEMB,ER ORGANIZATION (BSO) ~IEMBERS ATTEMPTED TO ASSASSINATE 

ZAID RIFAI, THE JORDfu~IAN A~ffiASSADaR IN LONDON. 
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EVENT #250 II ':': RAND CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 22 FEBRUARY 1972, UNITED KI~GDOH 

A BOMB PLA]liTED BY TIlE IRISH REPUBLICA!I/ ARMY (IRA), PROVISIONAL I'lING, 

EXPLODED AT ALDERSHOT APYf'{ BASE IN ENGLAND, KILLING SEVEN AND WOUNDING 

FIVE, 11YO OF WHOM SUBSEQUENTLY DIED. 

EVE~l #281 TI1E RA~TI CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 16 AUGUST 1972, ITALY 

AN El, AL ISRAEL AIRLINES PLA.~E WAS DAHi\.GED, SHORTLY AFTER TAKE-OFF 

FROH ROl'<1E, BY A BOMB CO~CEALED IN ITS LUGGAGE Cm!pARnIE~T, THE Bm!B HAD 

.BEEN HIDDei IN A RECORD PL.WER GIVEN TO mo ENGLISH GIRLS BY 1i~0 ARABS, 

A NEW GUERRI LLA GROUP, CALLING ITSELF NATIONALIST GROUP FOR THE LIBERATION 

OF PALESTI:lE, CLAD-IED CREDIT FOR THE ATTACK. 11m ARABS WERE RELEASED BY 

ITALIAN AlffHORITIES AFTER A SHORT DETENTION. 
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EVE~i #283 THE Rru~D CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 29 AUGUST 1972, GREECE 

A Bm,ill EXPLODED IN THE U.S. HffiASSY IN ATHENS, CAUSING SLIGHT DAI·IAGE. 

TIiE POPULAR REVOLUTIO;-.lARY RESISTANCE GROUP CLAIMED RESPONSIBILITY FOR 

THE INCIDENT. 

EVE~i #329 THE RAND CHRO~OLOGY 

EVE~i DATED 23 Jk~UARY 1973, HAITI 

TlvO ARMED f.IEN AND ONE \'lmlA.'i KIDNAPPED CLIi'.'TON E. KNOX, U.S. AMBASSADOR 

TO HAITI, AND HELD HHI HOSTAGE IN HIS OWN RESIDENCE. hllEN U.S. CONSUL 

GENERAL WARD L. CHRISTE:-JSEN ARRIVED AT THE AMBASSADOR'S RESIDE~CE, HE TOO 

WAS TAKEN HOSTAGE. IN KETURN FOR THE nm ANERICAN HOSTAGES, THE KID:-<APPERS --''_ 

DH1A.'lDEI.J THE RELEASE OF 30 PRISONERS Pu'lD A RANSQ1·1 OF 1 MILLION DOLLARS. 

IN SUBSEQUENT NEGOTIATIONS IN WHICH THE FRE.'lCH Pu'!BASSADOR ACTED AS IN­

TE~\~DIARY, THE KID:-JAPPERS AGREED TO ACCEPT THE RELEASE OF 12 PRISONERS ru~D 

THE PAnlE:-'! OF $70,000. THE KIDNAPPERS RELEASED THEIR HOSTAGES AFTER 18 HOURS 

A1W FLElV \'11TH THE RELEASED PRIsor~ERS TO ~!EXICO. THE 1·IEXICAl"! GOVER.'i~lETI GAVE 

THE GROUP ASYLUM BUT CONFISCATED THE ~IOl':EY. THE GROUP CLAIMED TO BE LI~KED 

IH1H THE COALITION OF :-:ATIONAL BRIGADES, AN ANTI-DUVALIER EXILE ORGA.'HZATION. 
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EVENT #336 TIlE RAND CHRG:I!OLOGY 

EVENT DATED 27 JANUARY 1973, UNITED STATES 

A MAN OF ARMENIAN ORIGIN MURDERED TIlE TURKISH CONSUL GE~ERAL AND 

VICE CONSUL IN LOS ANGELES IN REVENGE FOR TURKISH ATTACKS ON ARMENIANS 

IN 1915. 

EVE~~ #349 THE Rfu~D CHRO~OLOGY 

EVH.~ DATED 8 MARCH 1973, lmITED KINGDG:>I 

11'10 BmlBS EXPLODED IN LONDO:-.!, KI LLI:-':G ONE PERSO;.J A.~D INJURING 200. 

THE IRISH REPUBLICAN m·lY (IRA) !'lAS BELIEVED TO BE RESPO:-';SIBLE. 

,.~ .... ; 
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EVE~~ #350 THE RAND CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 10 MARCH 1973, UNITED KINGDOM 

A BOMB BELIEVED TO HAVE BEEN PLANTED BY THE IRISH REPUBLICAN ARMY 

(IRA) EXPLODED AT A HALL IN GLASGOW WHERE PROTESTANT SUPPORTERS OF 

BR1TISH RULE IN NORTHERN IRELAND WERE TO HAVE HELD A DANCE. 

EVENT If 374 THE RAND CHRONO~OCY 

EVENT DATED 2J APRIL 1973, GREECE 

A Bmm EXPLODED UNDER 111E CAR OF THE ITALIAN VICE CO:-.lSUL I~I A.THE:"_~. 

A GREEK CITIZEN PASSING BY SUFFERED SEVERE INJURIES. A CAR OVNElJ BY AN 

PJ.lERIr.AN HIPLOYEE OF TIiE EUROPEAN EXCHANGE SERVICE ALSO IVAS SLIGHTLY 

n/;, IAGED BY A SMALL BOMB. LEAFLETS ATTRIBUTED THE ACTIONS ":'0 THE NATIONAL 

youm RESISTAl'lCE ORGANIZATION. 
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EVENT #384 THE ~~D CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 30 APRIL 1973, LEBANON 

LEBANESE TROOPS ARRESTED FOUR ARAB GUERRILLAS, WHO l'lERE RIDING IN P. 

CAR \'11TH WEAPONS, EXPLOSIVES A.~D A RADIO TRANSMITTER, AS THEY APPROACHED 

THE U.S. EMBASSY IN BEIRUT. THEY WERE BELIEVED TO BE I>lEMBERS OF THE 

BLACK SEPTEMBER ORGANIZATION (BSO). POLICE LATER REPORTED THAT FIVE 

OTHER ARNED PALESTINIANS WERE ROUNDED UP IN CONNECTION WITH THE ABORTIVE 

ATTACK. 

EVE~ #419 THE RAND CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 19 JULY 1973, GREECE 

A LONE PALESTINIAN GUERRILLA, AR.\tED l'lITH A M'\CHINE GUN AND H.:\;'lD GRE­

NADES, ATTEMPTED TO ATTACK THE EL AL ISRAEL AIRLINES OFFICE IN ATHENS. 

HE WAS PREVENTED FROM ENTERI~G THE OFFICE WHEN A GUARD PRESSED A SECURITY 

LOCK THAT CLOSED INNER DOORS MADE OF BULLET-PROOF GLASS. TIlE TERRORIST 

THEN FLED TO A NEARBY HOTEL ~~ERE HE CO~'lERED 17 HOSTAGES. NEGOTIATIONS 

UNDERTAKEN BY THE At-!BASSADOR OF EGYPT, LIBYA AND IRAQ CONTINUED FOR SEVER­

AL HOURS. IT WAS FINALLY AGREED TO LET THE TERRORIST FLY TO KUWAIT, WHERE 

HE VANISHED. THE HOSTAGES WERE UN~ARJ.lED. THE If.AN SAID HE WAS A t-IHffiER OF 

THE ORGfu'lIZATION OF VICTI~~ OF OCCUPIED TERRITORIES. ARAB OFFICIALS SAID 

THAT THEY HAD NO IG-lOWLEDGE OF THE ORGA.'lIZATION. 
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EVENT #439 THE RAND CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 5 SEPTS\ffiER 1973, ITALY 

ITALIAN MILITARY POLICE ARRESTED FIVE ARAB TERRORISTS VlHEN THEY SAID 

THEY WERE PLANNING TO SHOOT DOWN AN EL AL ISRAEL AIRLINES PLANE AT THE 

Rm.ffi AIRPORT. ONE OF THE TERRORISTS AND TWO SOVIET MADE PORTABLE HEAT-

SEEKING GROUND TO AIR MISSILES WERE CAPTURED. THE TERRORISTS WENT BEFORE 

AN ITALIAN COURT (2 WERE IN ABSENTIA). THREE OF THE TERRORISTS WERE FOUND 

GUILTY fu~D SENTENCED TO 5 YEARS AND 2 MO~ITHS IN PRISON, fu~D THEN RELEASED 

ON $29,500 BOND EACH. THE nvo WHO WERE TRIED IN ABSENTIA WERE THOUGHT TO 

BE HIDI~G IN LIBYA. 

EVENT #454 THE Rfu~D CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 10 OCTOBER 1973, ~ffiXICO 

TERRORISTS KIDNAPPED ANTHONY WILLIAMS, A BRITISH CONSUL I~ MEXICO, AND 

DHIA.'lDED THE RELEASE OF 51 POLITICAL PRISONERS ;\ND $200,000 RA.'iSOl-l. THE 

~ffiXICA."J GOVERNMENT REFUSED TO RELEASE ANY PRISONERS. WILLIN-'lS \'lAS RELEAS-

ED ill\'HARMED ON OCroBER 14. IT WAS NOT KNOWN WHETHER RANSOM WAS PAID. A 

GROUP CALLING ITSELF THE 23RD OF SEPTEMBER COMMUNIST LEAGUE CLAU-IED RE­

SPONSIBILITY. 
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EVENT tf470 THE RAND CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 18 DECEMBER 1973, UNITED KINGDOl>1 

TI~O BOMBS IN CARS AND A BOl>ID IN A PARCEL EXPLODED IN LONDON, INJURING 

60 PEOPLE. THE INCIDENT WAS BELIEVED TO HAVE BEEN IN REPRISAL FOR THE 

JAILING OF IRISH REPUBLICAN ARMY (IRA) TERRORISTS WHO BmIBED THE OLD 

BAILEY IN ~MRCH 1973. 

EVENT #471 THE RAND CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 20 DECE~ffiER 1973, SPAIN 

PREMIER LUIS CARRERO BLANCO WAS ASSASSINATED IN MADRID, APPARENTLY 3Y 

SIX BASQUE NATIONALISTS. HIS CHAUFFEUR AND A POLICE GUARD IVERE ALSO KILL­

ED IN THE EXPLOSION THAT LIFTED THEIR CAR FIVE STORIES OFF THE STREET. 

THE BASQUE TERRORIST GROUP, NATION AND LIBERTY (ETA), IN BORDEAUX, FRANCE, 

CLAIMED CREDIT FOR THE ASSASSINATION, SAYING IT WAS IN REVENGE FOR THE 

KILLING OF NINE BASQUE MILITt'lJ'ITS BY THe GOVER.t-.iHENT AND TO FIGHT REPRESSION 

IN SPAIN. 

74 



EVENT #487 TIlE RAND CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 3 FEBRUARY 1~74, UNITED KINGDOM 

FOUR Gill\I}!EN CLAIMING f\!EMBERSHIP IN THE IRISH REPUBLICAN ARJ.!Y (IRA) 

ROBBED A BANK AT STANSTED AIRPORT, NEAR LONDON, OF $80,000. 

EVENT #516 TIlE RAND CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 15 JULY 1974, JAPAN 

A JAPAN AIR LINES JE:rLINER IvA!.> HIJACKED BY A LONE JAPANESE HlJACKER 

WHO DHLA.,\JDED TIlE RELEASE OF p.J\J IMPRISONED RED ARMY MEMBER A,\iI) A PLANE TO 

FLY TIl HI TO NORTH KOREA. TIlE JAPANESE POLICE CAPTURED TIlE HIJACKER. 
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EVENT #517 THE RAND CHRONOLOGY 

EVENT DATED 16 JULY 1974, UNITED KINGDON 

A BOMB PLANTED BY THE IRISH REPUBLICAN ARMY (IRA) EXPLODED IN 

MANCHESTER, ENGLAND, I~UL~ING TIVO PERSONS. 
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APPENDIX C 

NEGATIVE ATTITUDE OBJECTS 

arm error prisoner 
army exclusive prohibit 
attack exploited reckoning 
attempt explosive resist 
barricade farcical revolution 
bomb far from robbery 

. bourgeoisie ·fear ruffian 
casualty fight security 
caution guerrilla seizure 
challenge hijack sentence 
cowardly imperialist shoot 
commando impetuous strategic 
combat invade struggle 
criminal kidnap target 
death kill topple 
deadline lack torture 
demand limit unexpected 
demonstration military uprising 
detain misery uproar 
dictatorship mistreat violent 
enemy negative war 

weapon 

I· 

I 
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accouse 
blockade 
blowing up 
bragging 
breaking 
cannot 
demand 
denounce 
defray 
detained 
do not 

APPENDIX 0 

NEGATIVE VERBAL CONNECTORS 

endanger 
failed 
fight 
gave in 
go beyond 
kidnap 
leaving 
lied 
lose 
lost 
no 
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not 
nothing 
risking 
stole 
struck 
suffering 
talking back 
torture 
violate 
warn 
\1ill not 



APPENDIX E 

NEGATIVE CONNOTATION COMt,JON MEANING! AITITUDE OBJECTS 

i·iQST OVERT NEGATIVE CONNOTATION 
'f 

THREATENING HARM 
(-3) (-2) (-1) 

assassination badly hit accomplice establishment not exist 
elimination blow up accuse excite not good 
execution. bomb against exclusive oppress 
death burn aggressive exempted outrage 
destruction captul'C! ammunition exploit overthrOl~ 

kill collar armed false pay 
murder combat arms fanatic persecute 
rub-out criminal average far from precaution 

destroy back-to-the-wall fixed (rigid) p:::-essure 
explode barricade far;::e probation 
fight bazooka force (military) prohibit 
fire betray fragment propaganda 
go off bourgeois got (captured) provoke 

(explode) bum hate radical 
,guerrilla capitalistic hide regret 
handcuff caught hostile replace 
hijack caution hwniliate repress 
hostage charge illusion revenge 
hurt close impairing security 
imprison collect imperil shake-up 
jail control impossible sick 
kidnap contract impotent smash 
no cease fire contrast incident starve 
not be freed convict inhuman strategic 
prisoner corrupt liar strip 
punish counterintelligence lose !;truggle 
revolution cut off mercenary s',Yindle 
seize dead line militant take 
shoot defeat military talked abou' 
striking demand mistreat target 
torture dictatorship mortar terrible 
uprising different must go topple 
war difficult necks threat 

direct negative trap 
discontent never treason 
disorder no better unexpected, 
end no concessions violence 
enemy no desire weak 
errors no opportunity weapon 

worry 
worsen 
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POSITIVE CONNOTATIONS 

Neutral/Non Threatening/Indeterminate Postive/Good Highly Positive 
Least Threat 

( +1) (+2) ( +3) 

acts imminent" politician alike objective calm 
again impact portrait authenticate offer escape 
aim indispensable poster asylum operation free 
air in fashion PR attract parade help 
ambassador intensify print choice permit independence 
ask intention property class plan justice 
bowltng introduce psychological clear political law 
cadres investigate public commemorate positive liberate 
car issue publication complete propose liberty 
certain it RAV conscious ready life 
circumstantial Jetof read coor linate reason love 
Chicago know reply correct rebuild protect 
civilian Korea return development remain release 
communist large route effective respite rescue 
count Marxist sea enormous responsible 
coun"L:ry me see entrust satisfy 
day-by-day ~eans situation festivity secure 
DCG met spring formula social 
demonstration ~Iexico statement goal solution 
doing Miami structure hear strong 
equipment move this home success 
everyone ~Ir. Elbrick tell important sufficient 
everything ~ffi.-8 to do informed suitable 
eventuality New York to go instruction support 
Ferando NLA trip interest sympathy 
flag no reprisals unknown justify tolerate 
flight organization URO just-the-same try 
follow over US logical understand 
girls parliament vanguard maneuverable unify 
government party women movement upright 
Greeks people word negotiate usual 
him plane you normal victory 
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APPENDIX F 

MAILING LIST DEMOGRAPHIC DATA AND RESPONSE INFO~\~TION 

SIZE OF MAILING LIST RESPONSE INFORMATION 
Community Sub- Sub- Total Per cent Sub- Sub- Total Per cent 

set 1 set 2 of total set 1 set 2 of total 

Govelnment -25 25 50 26% - 12 21 33 29% 

Military -12 13 25 p:!l.: _0 8 10 18 16~. 

Law Enforcement -11 11 22 12% 6 6 12 10% 

Private Enterprise-II 12 23 12% - 10 5 15 13% 

Academia -17 17 34 18% 7 10 17 15% 

Policy Research -18 18 36 19% - 9 10 19 17% 

Total -94 96 190 100% - 52 62 114 100% 
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APPENDIX G 

THREAT SCALE QUESTIONAIRE MAILED TO EXPERTS 

NAVAL POSTGRADUATE SCHOOL 

MONTEREY. CALIFORNIA - 93940 IN RiPLY REF(fl ~O 

DI::.AK 

THIS 4Ul:::)TlON:~A Ii\E: IS I:~l'I::~W£D CO GATlIt:R DlFOR'·lArION UlIler! WILL B8 

USED [;! A ::;[,AOU.HE Ttll:::-i IS. TTl:: OBJ::CTryE Or THE QUiSTIOIINA IRE IS TO 

~E!t:~-I[~i:: me: EXTENT TO \m (CB EXPERTS GENERALLY AGl{EE ON THE SERIOUSNESS 

1'0 Tilt:: UiH rED STATES OF SPECIFIC PAST TERROR 1ST INCIDENTS. IF A USEFUL 

m;';REE OF CONSEN:lUS IS FOUND. THE RESULTS \nL~ BE USED TO DEVELOP A SCALE 

TO IIEASURE THe: SEa lOUSNESS OF '!'ERRORIST EVENTS AND SUBSEQUE:-JTLY TO SEE 

IF TII£ t:V;'::-!TS H-AVE COI'1}tON UNDERLYING CHARACTERISTICS RELATED TO THIS fiEASURE. 

FOIt THE PURPOSES OF TillS STUDY, TERRORIST THREAT SHOULD BE VIS'Hill 

AS A ~[£ASUH.E OF THE PHYS ICAL A~m/oR PSYCHOLOG [CAL IHPACT OF A TERROR 1ST 

I:~croE:rr .\nI[CH ,{OU CONSIDER TO HAVE BEEN INIMICAL TO U.S. INTERESTS. 

U. S. INTCRESTS ARE CONSIDERED TO INVOLVE A MULTITUDE OF DIPLOMATIC. 

POUTICAi., ECONCNIC AND !1ILITAR'f INTE...IV1CTIONS lliPCRTANT TO U.S. NATIONAL 

'C:CURI ry. 

EACH OF TH~ ENCLOSED CARDS CONTAms A STAh1lA.RDIZED DESCRIPTION OF A 

PAST TER...I{OKIST elcrDENT. THESE INCT.DENTS WERE SELECTED AT RANDCN FROM A 

:5TitATIFIED LIST OF INTERNATIONAL TERRORIST INCIDENTS OCCURRING FRCM 1968 

TO 1174. A REC<l-fr1ENDED PROCEDURE IS TO REARRANGE TIlE CARDS LMrIL YOU ME 

SATISFIED THAT THEY ARE R.:\NKED IN ORDER. OF SERIOUSNESS. YOUR EXPER'I: OP[NlO~ 

ON NATIONAL SECURITY HATTERS SHOULD Cct'..E INTO PLAY AS YOU RANK THE INC!DENTS. 

THE RESULrs SHOULD BE RECORDED ON TIlE ENCLOSED POST CARD BY RECORDING EACH 

INernE'NT DATE UN THE CARD IN DECREASING ORDER OF SERIOUSNESS. 

IF YOU UOULD UKE A REPORT OF 'ruE RESULTS OF TIHS QUESTIONNA IRE. 

PLF..ASe INCLUDE 'lOUR RETURN .ADDRES;:' ON TIl·I:: POST CARD, RESPONDEMTS WILL 

:-JO r, IN ANY I-JA'{. BE IDENTIFrED IN THE RESULTS OF TIiE STUDY. 

32 

TIiANKING YOU IN AD'J AHCE • 

ROBERT \-1. PEnRS' 'N 

& 

WILURD G. CHRISMAN 
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APPE:-.lDIX H 

PROCEDURES E~IPLOYED FOR OBTAINING AN INTERVAL SCALE FRO~I THE HPERTS ORDDIAL 

JUDG~IE~TS CO:\CER~ING TIlE THREAT ASSOCIATED I\'ITII A TERRORIST INCIDE!'JT 

1. The expert's responses are tallied in a frequency matrix. The number f .. 
~J 

represents the number of experts who indicated that incident j was more 

threatening than incident i. If a and bare tl'lO incidents, the number fab+ fba 

is the nl~ber of experts comparing the threat of incident a with incident b. 

Only the bottom half of the f. " matrix has been completed in view of the fact 
~J 

that the matrix is complimentary aTounc the diago.nal axis and the total 

number of judges is kii0wn (i. e.: the upper half of t.he ma1:rix is redundant as 

it is the arithmatic reciprocal of the upper half of the matrix). 

2. From the frequency matrix, a proportion matrix is computed. The p. . . IJ matr.tx 

indicates the proportion of the experts comparing the threat associated with i 

and j \~ho indicated that j was more threatening than i. 

f .. 
~J 

P.. = -;:---"J::C-­
~J f + .... 

ij J 1 

Here again only the bottom half of the matrix is included. If a and 
J 

bare t'"o incidents,' Pab + Pba=l making the upper hal f of the matrix redundant. 

The diagonal cf the matrix is set at ~ 0.5, based on the assumption of 

normal distribution of expert perceptions. 

3. Using a table of standard normal probability distribution. a matrix is 

prepareu or the : ~cores for each proportion. The Z .. matrix is symetrical 
1) 

about the diagonal with the abSOlute values equal and one cell of the matrix 

is the negative value of the correspondIng cell across the diagonal. To 

avoid the bias that I%uld be introduced by very large or very sma 11 :: scores J 
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p .. 
~J 

values greater than 0.98 o!' less than 0.02 are omitted. 

4. If the Z .• matrix has no empty cells resulting from extreme p .. values 
~J 1J 

the column averages are computed as the scale value for each incident. 

The relatively large size of the matrix (16 X 16 cells) and general 

consensus on the part of the experts regarding the threat ranking of the 

incidents on the extremes of the scales resulted in empty cells in all the 

matrix. To obtain scale values in this circumstance it was necessary to 

solve a set of $imultaneous equations using the form: 

L s. = 
• .I. ~ 
le"'j 

~ Z .. 
ie!6. 1J 

J 

where j denotes the set of n. elements in column j of the Z .. matrix. The 
J 1J 

matrix as developed from the set of simultaneous equations are diagonally 

dominat and were s01v~d using a standard program on the He\~lett Packard 9810 

desk top computer. 
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]NDEPENDENT CONTENT ANALYSIS VARIABLES 

CASE-N (ODI:1* LINESPHI LlNESArT TOTALLIN CNTRYLIN FBISDATE ARTCLS ATOMICST ATOMICAN DRCTNA DRCTNST ----
I 2 0 227 227 227 7 7 20 -0.80 -0.32 34 
2 ]3 0 94 94 N/A 2 3 35 : -1.57 +0.71 34 
3 31 0 81 81 81 5 5 1 -1.50 -1.67 3 
4 SO 0 19 19 0 1 1 2 -4.00 -2.00 3 
5 56 232 In 354 354 20 26 10 -2.90 -0.58 13 
6 68 131 864 995 883 16 32 199 -1.15 +0.41 214 
7 102 . 155 35 190 187 7 8 13 -2.92 -1.73 22 
8 112 53 1227 1280 335 8 15 56 +0.67 +0.'12 53 
9 142 0 57 57 57 6 6 9 -2.92 -1.76 12 

10 161 0 2665 2665 1679 23 91 113 -0.96 -0.48 124 
11 220 30 0 30 30 1 1 0 N/A N/A 6 
12 239 58 66 124 0 3 4 0 N/A N/A 0 

\D 13 250 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 -1. 25 -).00 6 
!-' 

14 281 0 0 0 0 a 0 1 +2.00 -3.00 1 
15 283 U 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A 0 
16 329 5 0 5 5 1 1 6 -2.83 -0.17 6 
17 336 0 49 49 N/A 3 4 1 -3.00 -3.00 1 
18 349 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A 0 
19 350 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A 0 
20 374 5 24 29 29 3 3 0 N/A N/A 0 
21 389 22 52 74 74 3 8 0 N/A N/A 0 
22 ·419 0 12 12 6 2 2 6 -3.50 -&.50 8 
23 439 0 27 27 0 2 2 0 N/A N/A 0 
24 454 0 100 100 100 5 9 8 +1.50 +3.40 5 
25 470 94 0 94 94 1 1 92 -1.33 +0.18 101 
26 471 0 483 483 483 6 13 2 -3.00 -2.00 ? 
2," 487 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A 0 
28 516 0 33 33 33 1 1 0 N/A N/A 0 
29 517 7 49 56 56 4 4 1 t:. f\f\ L' '"'' 1 -u.vv -o.uv 

* Event # as per Appendix B. 



APPENDIX ,J 

SU~I~IARY OF MULTIPLE REGRESSION 

(Indicat ioY) of the R:? change associated with the entry of each independent va.iab1e into the regression) 

Independent Variable Dependent Variable 
~O~VR;;-;L'----G:::;-;VT.~-;;;rr;---"-;~-;;lL-;;T;;;:R":7Y---;;P:';::"R~VT;;:-;E~· NTH P RS LAW ACADEMI A RSRCH AVG 

FBIS I::;sue Dates .39* .26 .28 .23 .2 .007 .005 • 32 0ft 

roreign non-combat- .02 .008 .02 .02 .05 .1 .15 .1+ 
ants kill cd 
Numoe r 0 f enti ti es .05 .05 .01 .06 .0009 .02 
dcm3nds mudc upon 
F13IS lin<:s prior .002 .02 .01 .01 .02 .006 .07 .007 

<.0 Number of terrorist 
f-J 

.008 .002 .0008 .0008 .0006 .0009 .005 .002 
groups 
Domestic non-combat- .0008 .004 .002 .002 .01 .002 
LInts ki 11 cd 
Numuer of terrorist .004 .03 .008 .008 .08 .005 .006 .0008 

Atomic Content Analysis .0005 .02 .009 .009 .004 .07 .007 .0008 

Total R2 .42 .33 .32 .32 .33 .25 .25 .46 

Level of Significance 0.1 .25 .25 .25 .25 .5 .5 .025 
for the complete 
regression 

~ .005 level of significance 

+ .01 level of significance 
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APPENDIX K 

SU~Jr.1ARY OF MULTIPLE REGRESSION 

(TIle R2 increase associated with the inclusion of the nominal level independent variables in the regression) 

Dependent Variable 
U.S. Citizen 

Victim 

Overall Threat 41:* . ;) 

Government Threat .42* 

Military Threat .4R* . 

Private Enterpris3 .34 
Threat 
Law Enforcement .29* 

. Threat 
Acadomia Threat .06 

Research Threat .02 

Average Threat .113* 

* 
+ 

.005 

.025 
level of significance 
level of significance 

Nominal Level 
Selective 

Target 

.007* 

.03+ 

non significant 

non significant 

.35* 

non significant 

non Significant 

.03* 

IndeEendent Variable 
Official U.S. Fedayeen Geographic 
Installation Terrorist Location 

non significant .04+ non significar 

.16* non significant " 

.04 non significant " 
non significant non significant It 

non significant .04 ,t 

non significant non Significant " 

.02 non significant " 
non -significant non significant .12 

Latin America 

" 
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