SUMMARY

A few weeks after the September 11, 2001 attacks, the US administration
enacted a document referred to as the Patriot Act. Among the numerous remarks
or assumptions made concerning terrorist attacks, the following statement was
included there: “we are not going to know precisely where and when global
interests will be threatened”.1 This brief and allegedly very general observation
is actually a very accurate rendition of the essence of modern terrorism which
emphasizes its key features, such as unpredictability, destructiveness, or global
range. There is one additional, particularly important element, which is
frequently neglected, though. Namely, terrorism needs to be treated as a ‘system
of communicating vessels’. This refers to the individual manifestations or types
of terrorism as well as to the multitude and diversity of its components, features,
mechanisms or reasons, and above all – the interactions among them.
Among the more extensive attempts to reveal the essential features and
specific character of terrorism is the interferential concept of terrorism
created by this author and presented in this study. It assumes, among other
things, the multitude and diversity of connections linking the national (state
related) and international aspects of terrorism. Significant emphasis is also
placed on the interdisciplinary nature of terrorism, which means that it needs to
be analyzed from a political, historical, ethnic or religious perspective, as well as
take into consideration sociological, psychological, economic, cultural, and
other aspects. The cause-and-effect duality of terrorism should also be
highlighted here, as we are dealing with the two-way permeation of causes and
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effects, which may mean that a factor considered a reason for terrorism (e.g. an
ethnic conflict or fundamentalism) may become its effect as time goes by.
In the interferential model, terrorism is treated as a system2 composed of
various

elements,

such

as

individual

components

(different

terrorist

organizations), the environment,3 and their mutual relations. This system has
inputs and outputs4, such as the factors it is influenced by (religious, ethnic,
geopolitical, ideological, economic, social and other factors) and consequences
that are directly or indirectly related to its occurrence (such as financial costs,
human toll, lower level of safety or deteriorated feeling of safety, etc.).
The interference of terrorism can refer to different aspects of this
phenomenon. The interferential concept of terrorism presented in this book
makes reference primarily to three fundamental planes, namely:
1) Conceptual interference of terrorism which is concentrated around the
following issues: the extensive semantic range of the notion of ‘terrorism’, its
frequent use, similarity to other notions (e.g. terror), multiplicity of
definitions of terrorism and the absence of a commonly accepted one, as well
as the diverse methods applied in analyzing the notion and the interactions
between its elements (e.g. five components of the notion of terrorism).5
2) Subject-object interference concerns various correlations occurring among
the individual features, elements, forms or mechanisms of terrorism (object
interference). On the other hand, it concerns the relations among the given
subjects that make up a terrorist system and its environment (e.g. a terrorist
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organization, indirect and direct environment, etc.)

6

– which constitute a

subject interference. The starting point for this analysis is the so-called fourelement matrix of terrorism comprising the subject(s) of terrorist activity
analyzed, the territory considered, determinants (external and internal factors
influencing terrorism), and the object (the form, essence or strategy of
terrorists’ activity).
3) Causal interference emphasizes the multitude, complexity and mutual
interrelations among different sources of terrorism. The interferential model
of causes for terrorism is of key importance here, and its so-called triad of
terrorist motivation, which involves three principal groups of determinants
that affect the phenomenon of terrorism. These factors involve ideology,
economy, society and psychology and their interactions.
In this study, interference7 is understood as a process of the mutual
interaction of various elements and mechanisms that lead to the emergence of
new forms or concepts of a given phenomenon, in this case – terrorism. This is a
result of different interactions that occur among the aspects, factors or waves of
terrorism (wave interference) on the one hand, and the occurrence of two main
types of terrorism (global and local terrorism) and their interrelations on the
other. The elements which are subjected to terrorism are frequently correlated in
the sense that they have common elements which overlap and complement one
another. They are also frequently similar in terms of their causes or mechanisms.

***

The notion of ‘terrorism’ analyzed in the present monograph, is complex
and ambiguous and, consequently, difficult to define. The international
6
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community has failed to work out a single, commonly accepted definition. At
present, there are several hundreds8 of definitions in the literature on the subject.
The reasons for, and consequences of this state of affairs can be sought among
various factors which are discussed in the first part of the publication. The
definition of terrorism created by this author is also presented there. This
definition assumes that terrorism is a form of political, religious, ethnic or other
violence (or its threat) which has various motivations, its implementation
violating the existing legal order, and its perpetrators being individuals or groups
of people whose activity involving different means and methods results in
physical, psychological or material damage. It is aimed at direct target(s) (e.g.
individuals representing a given state) or indirect ones used by the perpetrator(s)
to produce the final effect.
This definition emphasizes several significant and universal traits of
terrorism at the same time. First, it reveals the diversity of causes (motivations),
which embrace a broad range of factors that generate and escalate terrorism.
Second, it stresses the fact that such activity breaches the law, producing an
extensive range of consequences. Third, it marks the fact that (contrary to a
common assumption) terrorism covers the activity of groups as well as that of
individuals. Fourth, it points to the multitude and diversity of means and
methods available to terrorists. The definition is obviously not universal and
should be treated as a proposal.
Among other significant concepts used in the study there is diffusion9 of
terrorism, which involves the evolution of terrorism, the ‘permeation’ of its
components and adaptation to existing factors or changing reality. Diffusion is
present both on a horizontal dimension, where it concerns the escalation of
8

As early as the 1990s there were over two hundred different definitions of terrorism in the literature on the
subject. See: J. Simon, The Terrorist Trap, Bloomington 1994, p. 29.
9
The chemical sense of diffusion accounts for the process of molecule movement, allowing substances
(elements) to permeate (mix with) one another, or spread. See: Słownik pojęć współczesnych, pod red. A.
Bullock, O. Stallybrass, S. Trombley, Katowice 1999, p. 119.

4

terrorism in an increasing number of global locations (e.g. the strategy of new
fronts of combat), and on a vertical one, as it seeks new methods or forms of
activity (to take cyberterrorism as an example). Diffusion of terrorism stems
both from endogenous factors (such as antiterrorist activity) and exogenous ones
(e.g. globalization and its consequences).
The interferential concept of terrorism employs elements of Huygens’
Principle. This refers to the observation that each territory (region) where
terrorism has occurred can become the source of its further escalation or
evolution.
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The so-called interference of processes also plays a significant

role. This is about the interferential concept being applied in the analysis of
various disintegrative tendencies,11 whether with reference to terrorism or
separatism, nationalism, or fundamentalism, accounting for their similarities and
mutual relations.

***

The author has undertaken to discuss the above-presented research issues
given the shortage of literature (particularly in the Polish language) concerning
the explanation of the notion of ‘terrorism’, the presentation of its components
and the reasons that make the definition of this notion so difficult, the
presentation of the methods to describe the escalation of terrorism, approaching
terrorism as a ‘system of communicating vessels’, the indication of its traits or
mechanisms, the analysis of terrorism against the background of other
disintegrative tendencies, the analysis of the integrative and disintegrative
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functions of terrorism, the systematization of its reasons and numerous other
more or less important issues.
Another stimulus concerned the intention to order, or even classify, such
elements of terrorism as its forms, reasons, waves or traits, and to emphasize
their evolution and adaptation to reality, including the influence of globalization,
certain disintegrative processes or the so-called terrorist environment.
The third aspect referred to the fact that the analyses of a terrorist system
can be used in practice, for example, by security forces. This is provided by the
model of shaping the system’s safety or monitoring the system’s security level.12
They involve both a national and international system and a threat posed to it by
terrorism, as well as the use of a defense potential, or the so-called potential of
threat.13 These issues could be applied by academic circles as well as used in
practice by analytical centers in order to learn more about the methods of
terrorists’ operations, recruitment techniques, reasons for terrorism (a model of
terrorist motivation triad), or the forecasts for escalation of terrorism (the socalled image model of terrorism).14
The above aspects should also be considered in the context of the tenth
anniversary of the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks. The tenth anniversary
provides a good opportunity for analyses or assessments of the threat posed by
global terrorism and for highlighting the changes that have occurred both with
respect to terrorism and the way it is perceived. A number of questions arise
here. How have the September 11 attacks influenced the shape of modern
terrorism? Can they be considered as a turning point in the evolution or
escalation of terrorism? Should these attacks be interpreted as the cause or rather
the effect of the transformation in the global system and terrorist system?
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Taking into consideration the above aspects and the interferential concept
of terrorism employed in this paper, three groups of research problems have
become the main point of reference. The first one concerns the notion of
‘terrorism’, its origin, diversity, specific nature, and characteristics. It
corresponds to the second research category, devoted to the essential features of
modern terrorism, including its traits, mechanisms, and interferential nature. The
third group of issues refers to the analysis of the reasons for terrorism.
The main course of the dissertation is divided into two parts. The first one
discusses the origin and escalation of terrorism and on the one hand it indicates
several key events that have had a particular influence on the shape of modern
terrorism, and on the other it presents the main methods used in describing the
stages of the history of terrorism. How can the essence of terrorism be grasped?
How to define terrorism most accurately? Why is not there a single, universal
definition of this phenomenon? What are its main components, traits or
mechanisms? These are only a few examples of research issues that have been
the starting point for the considerations in further parts of the study. It also
discusses the different ways of perceiving and defining terrorism and the
differences and similarities between the two, a catalogue of factors that can be
considered to answer the question why the international community has failed to
work out a single, commonly applied definition of terrorism, despite the longlasting and different attempts. What are the consequences of this status quo and
why is the coining of this definition so significant? The answers to the above
questions are accompanied by the author’s concept of the classification of
definitions of terrorism as well as his own definition.
The following chapter is devoted to the presentation of components of
terrorism and the interactions among them. The considerations are founded on a
trilateral model including the terrorist, terrorist organization and the so-called
‘environment’. It comprises a number of different subjects either supporting or
combating terrorist activity. Here, terrorism is treated as a system comprising
7

many different elements, their interrelations and the mechanisms that control
them. This part also analyzes selected features and rules shaping modern
terrorism. It is perceived as a state and process at the same time. This is
confirmed by its dynamic and evolutionary nature, assuming the form of gradual
transformations or rapid metamorphoses that occur as an aftermath of changes
affecting both terrorism and its surroundings. This is not to mean, however, that
the changes have to be permanent and affect all components of terrorism. The
question of the range and nature of the transformations occurring within
terrorism arises. Can they be graphically represented as a wave, or rather as a
straight line whose elements are partially modified at a faster or slower pace,
while other aspects remain stable or repetitive? Are ‘the waves of terrorism’
accompanied by ‘the waves of retreat from terrorism’, as in Samuel
Huntington’s concept? Or maybe they more resemble Alvin Toffler’s model of
several simultaneous ‘terrorism waves’?15
Other issues discussed herein include the forms and types of terrorism, the
interferential model of terrorism and the above-mentioned four-element matrix
of terrorism. These considerations are concluded by a model of terrorism
continuity and change, a recommendation that a separate science be
established to study terrorism (science of terrorism or terrorism studies), the
concept of counter-anti-terrorism16 created by this author and the previously
mentioned image model of terrorism.
The main subject of analysis in the second part of the study concerns the
reasons for terrorism. Initially, their complexity and diversity is outlined, as
nearly twenty selected classification methods discussed in the literature are
presented. The observation that the issue tends to be marginalized, whether in
theoretical studies or practical applications, is stressed here. A reference is also
15
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made to the discussion of the feasibility of a single universal model of reasons
for terrorism or a hierarchy of them.
The main motivations of modern terrorist groups’ activities are revealed
and a model of the integrated topologies of sources of terrorism is shown. It
divides the reasons for terrorism in terms of the time of their occurrence, their
range (territory), the subject (e.g. religious, psychological, or economic sources)
and their evolution. These considerations are crowned by the author’s model of
reasons for terrorism. Apart from the above issues, the main goal of this part of
the study is to provide an answer to the following research questions, among
others. What are the main reasons for terrorism? What factors trigger their
evolution? How does the evolution of reasons for terrorism affect the traits,
elements or the scope of the entire phenomenon? Is it possible to identify one or
several dominant determinants among the sources of terrorism? Are they
specific, i.e. universal only in a given historical period, territory or kind of
terrorism? Another significant research problem involves the analysis of the
sources of terrorism in the context of other disintegrative phenomena (e.g.
separatism or fundamentalism) and the answer to the question of whether there
is a common catalogue of reasons, at least for a portion of disintegrative
tendencies.
The second part of the study is completed by the concept of a triad of
terrorist motivation. It comprises three main components. Firstly, there are
various political, ethnic, religious, and other ideas a given terrorist organization
identifies with to a greater or lesser extent. Secondly, we have economic and
social conditions pertaining to a given territory, including the issues of poverty,
illiteracy, economic disparities, and so on. Thirdly, there are the so-called
psychological aspects comprising highly diversified factors and emotional
attitudes (e.g. the will to take revenge, feeling of being wronged, hostility). All
the above complement one another, interacting with each other and with a range
of different other factors.
9

***

In order to verify the assumptions the following research hypotheses were
adopted:
1. In the interferential approach, terrorism should primarily be analyzed in
consideration of four main aspects. These involve its components (e.g.
individual terrorist organizations), the interactions among them, internal and
external factors that influence the above, and a determined territory of analysis
(say, Afghanistan or the European Union). The process can employ a cause-andeffect interference (investigating the sources and consequences of a given
phenomenon), the range of interference (concerning the influence of individual
factors) and the interference of subject (analyzing the elements of terrorism).
2. The interferential concept presented in this work is universal and can be
applied when discussing terrorism or its components, as well as when analyzing
other social phenomena, mainly disintegrative theories, such as nationalism,
separatism, or fundamentalism. These phenomena are similar in many respects,
such as some reasons, mechanisms, components, consequences, and so on.
Therefore, this is another argument to justify their common classification and
analysis as so-called disintegrative processes.
3. Terrorism is usually considered to be a negative phenomenon. However, it
can sometimes assume a positive form, the so-called ‘positive dimension of
terrorism’. This may refer to the situations when a certain manifestation of terror
or terrorism contributes to a blood-shedding tyrant being toppled, the removal of
an individual who destabilizes the state, or the cessation of breaches of human
rights. This would be the scenario in the assassination of the Emperor Caligula,
or Ernesto ‘Che’ Guevara, and so on.
4. One can point to disintegrative as well as integrating functions of
terrorism. The former primarily comes down to the destabilization of a given
10

social system and can occur at a local, regional, or even global level. In the latter
meaning, terrorism integrates not only the individuals or other subjects that
identify themselves with a certain terrorist activity, but also those who feel
threatened by it in a direct or indirect way.17
5. The concept of a triad of terrorist motivation is among the more efficient
methods to systemize and analyze the reasons for modern terrorism. This
concept identifies three main groups of determinants, i.e. ‘the realm of ideas’
(ideologies, such as nationalism, separatism, fundamentalism, etc.), economic
and social sources for terrorism (such as poverty or financial disparities), and
psychological reasons (such as certain behaviors or psychological factors).
6. In the case of terrorism, the phenomenon of so-called dualism is among
the more important mechanisms, which tend to be overlooked. Dualism means
that some elements of terrorism can be considered as both cause and effect. This
means that a certain factor, e.g. violence, fear or separatism can be both a reason
for and an effect of terrorist activity.
7. In the analysis of terrorism a new research instrument needs to be applied,
namely the author’s model of the four main planes of terrorism. It takes into
account the reasons for terrorism, the manifestations of this phenomenon (e.g.
forms, methods and strategies of terrorist activities), the consequences of
terrorism and so-called counter-anti-terrorism (including a total of means and
initiatives related to the prevention and combating of terrorist threats), and their
interrelations. This model is applicable both for theoretical analysis and in
practice, by various analytical institutions.
8. The currently conducted research into terrorism has to be deemed
insufficient. In order to comprehend this phenomenon more fully it is necessary
to conduct a significantly more in-depth interdisciplinary scientific activity
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applying new methods and concepts (such as the interferentiality of terrorism).
Initiatives should also be undertaken in order to create a separate field of science
dealing with the issue of terrorism both in theoretical (including the concept,
traits, mechanisms, forms, reasons, etc.) and practical (e.g. occurrences of
terrorism and the ways to overcome it) dimensions.
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