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Objectives: At the conclusion of this session, the students should be able to:

2.1 Discuss the history of terrorist violence in the U.S. in general terms.

2.2 Discuss how terrorism has been used by opponents and supporters of the U.S. Government.

2.3 Discuss terrorist violence in terms of the issues of “right to revolution” and “just war.”

2.4 Discuss the major forms of terrorist violence that threaten Americans today.

________________________________________________________________________

Scope

This session discusses the history of violence and terrorism in the United States to provide context for the discussion of contemporary political violence.

________________________________________________________________________

Readings:

1. Required readings for students:

Peter C. Sederberg, “Explaining Terrorism,” in Violence and Terrorism 99/00, Fifth Edition, edited by Bernard Schechterman and Martin Slann (Guilford, CT: Dushkin/McGraw-Hill, 1999).

Rushworth M. Kidder, “The Fear of Fear Itself,” Christian Science Monitor (May 13, 1986). Reprinted in Violence and Terrorism 99/00, Fifth Edition, edited by Bernard Schechterman and Martin Slann (Guilford, CT: Dushkin/McGraw-Hill, 1999).

2. Readings for instructors:

Ted Robert Gurr, “The History of Protest, Rebellion, and Reform in America: An Overview,” in Violence in America: Protest, Rebellion, Reform, Volume 2, edited by Ted Robert Gurr (Newbury Park, CA: SAGE Publications, 1989), pp. 11-22.

Richard Maxwell Brown, “Historical Patterns of Violence,” in Violence in America: Protest, Rebellion, Reform, Volume 2, edited by Ted Robert Gurr (Newbury Park, CA: SAGE Publications, 1989), pp. 23-61.

3. Background readings for instructors (optional):

Ted Robert Gurr, ed., Violence in America: Protest, Rebellion, Reform, Volume 2 (Newbury Park, CA: SAGE Publications, 1989). (Rest of book)

William L. Waugh, Jr., “Informing Policy and Administration: A Comparative Perspective on Terrorism,” International Journal of Public Administration 12 (1989): 477-99.

________________________________________________________________________

Remarks


This session is designed to provide a broad perspective on terrorist violence in the United States by outlining the patterns of political violence in American history and illustrating how terrorism relates to other forms of violence. U.S. history has had long periods of severe violence; and terroristic violence has been used by government agents, vigilante groups, revolutionary groups, international terrorists, and groups with more limited political objectives, as well as by criminals and other nonpolitical actors. The discussion should serve to demonstrate the idea that “one man’s terrorist is another man’s freedom fighter” and that Americans have used violence against one another throughout history.

Students may be reluctant to consider the “Sons of Liberty” and other patriotic groups to be terrorists, although their violence was intended to frighten or terrorize enemies. Physical violence was commonly used and some groups used torture and lynchings to intimidate and punish Loyalists. In order for students to understand why some people and groups choose terrorism to achieve their political objectives, they need to understand how those people rationalize the choice. The discussion of anti-terrorism measures in later sessions will include techniques to make it more difficult for people to justify the use of terrorism, such as providing alternative avenues for the expression of dissent and appropriate attention to legitimate grievances.

_____________________________________________________________________

Objective 2.1 

Discuss the history of terrorist violence in the U.S. in general terms

Political violence has occurred throughout American history, from the pre-colonial settlement of North America by European colonists to the present time. 

Violence has been a common phenonemon in the history of most nations, although some have been more violent than others. 

· Nations founded on revolution or through colonialization have often experienced long periods of sustained political violence. 

· The United States, France, Mexico, Russia, and many of the nations that have achieved independence since World War II possess revolutionary heritages that may create mixed feelings about violent action. Revolution in the abstract may be viewed as a heroic activity, even though revolutionary violence may be abhorred.
Terrorism is a form of political violence in which the terrorists have specific objectives that they are attempting to achieve and have chosen symbolic targets to draw attention to their cause. They hope that the violence or threat of violence will convey both a threat to a target audience and a political message (see Session 1 for a definition of terrorism).

Terrorism has been a tactic of both opponents and supporters of the U.S. Government. This same pattern is not unique to the United States, rather it is a common model in most nations. 

Political violence, including terrorism, is often a result of social, political, or economic change. Those promoting the change use violence or the threat of violence in order to draw attention to their cause and to dissuade opposition. Those opposing the change also use violence or the threat of violence in order to stop it from occurring and to discourage its supporters.

Ted Robert Gurr has outlined major periods of group violence in the United States since 1850, characterizing the pro-government or pro-status quo violence as “defensive” and the anti-government or anti-status quo violence as “reformist” (1989: 19-22). 

Table 2-1

Major Episodes and Issues of Group Violence, 1850-1989

What





When

Where

Vigilantism




1851-1889 
Southeast, Midwest, 








West

Abolitionism, Civil War, war resistance
1850s-1865
Nationwide

Anti-Black rioting, first Ku Klux Klan
1865-1876
Southern states

Lynchings of Blacks



1880s-1922
Southern and border 








states

Violent strikes




1891-1922
Nationwide

Anti-Black riots



1917-1921
Northern and border 








states

Second Ku Klux Klan



1920-1925
Nationwide

Civil Rights and black insurgency

1963-1972
Cities, nationwide

Third Ku Klux Klan



1956-1965
Southern states

Anti-war and militarism


1965-1975
Nationwide but 









mainly on East and 








West coasts

Right-wing hate violence


1979-1987
Nationwide but 









mainly in southeast










and northwest

__________________________________________________________________

Adapted from Gurr, 1989: 21.

As the table shows, violence has been a product of the Civil Rights movement, the Labor movement, and other social movements, as well as a product of racist, anti-Semitic, and nativist movements and opposition to social change.

While not all violence has been terroristic, terrorism has been a common tactic during most periods of political violence in the United States.

Vigilante terrorism has been used by supporters of the government or communities (i.e., the status quo) against those individuals and groups that have been deemed enemies or threats. 

Vigilante groups have sought to punish criminals when law enforcement authorities have not been able to bring them to justice. In some cases, the actions have targeted known criminals. In other cases, the actions have targeted those who advocated (or were thought to advocate) social change, such as the abolitionists who sought to bring an end to slavery prior to the Civil War. 

Ted Robert Gurr has estimated that there were “as many as 500 vigilante movements” dispensing “justice” to criminals and other “bad actors” between the 1760s and 1909 (1989: 11).

Vigilante groups, such as the Ku Klux Klan, also attacked racial, ethnic, religious, and other minorities and political radicals, including labor organizers and sympathizers. 

“Lynchings occurred every year between 1882 and 1951, claiming the lives of 3400 African Americans. At the peak of the lynchings, from 1981 to 1901, more than 100 victims were killed each year” (Gurr, 1989: 11).

American labor history has also been very violent with frequent clashes between employers and workers. Labor activists were attacked by “union busters” to discourage workers from organizing. Violence was also used against employers to encourage them to let workers organize and to discourage the hiring of “scabs” (strikebreakers).

State terrorism is violence used by a government or its agents against political opponents and other “enemies.”

All governments have the power to use force or violence. While violence is infrequently used in democracies, citizens generally understand that authorities may use violence legitimately as a last resort in order to enforce laws.

Ethnic, racial, religious, and other minority groups may feel persecuted, including feeling threatened with violence, by those individuals or groups holding political power.

The treatment of Native Americans by government officials and agencies has often included terroristic violence, e.g., the massacre of the Sioux by United States cavalry at Wounded Knee, South Dakota, in 1890. 

“Terrorism” can be defined in legal terms (and will be in subsequent sessions), but it is an ambiguous phenomenon. The fact that “one man’s terrorist is another man’s freedom fighter” is a critically important aspect of the violence. 

Indeed, to some individuals and groups in the United States, the U.S. Government may appear terroristic. This is not a view shared by most Americans, but it is one that helps explain much of the political violence in American society.

[Note: One may argue that these people are misunderstanding government actions or are overly sensitive to them, but one cannot easily argue that they do not see the actions as acts of terrorism.] 

U.S. Government authorities have used violence against their opponents and to end labor strikes, political protests, and other conflicts. 

Government authorities have seized and sold farms, businesses, and other property for failure to pay taxes.

Revolutionary terrorism is violence used by challengers to the incumbent elites and/or government authorities in order to change the form of government or to seize power.

One of the earliest terrorist organizations in American history was the “Sons of Liberty” who attacked those colonists who remained loyal to the King and destroyed their property. 

The celebrated “Boston Tea Party” was one of the acts of terrorism perpetrated by the “Sons of Liberty.” The more famous members of the group included James Madison, Samuel Adams, and Benjamin Franklin.

Loyalists were tarred and feathered, threatened, and sometimes tortured and hung (Brown, 1989: 25).

Some radical groups during the 1960s and early 1970s, such as the Weather Underground, advocated the overthrow of the U.S. Government and used violence in pursuit of those ends.

Some ultra-conservative groups in the 1980s and 1990s have advocated the overthrow of the U.S. Government and have used violence against law enforcement officers and facilities, Internal Revenue Service agents and offices, and other government officials and facilities. 

Subrevolutionary terrorism is violence used by groups seeking goals short of the overthrow of a government or the incumbent elite. Such groups may be seeking a change in public policy, punishment of a target group, recognition of their group or its cause by the media or the public.

There have been anti-war protests during every war in American history, including relatively “popular” wars like World War II (until the attack on Pearl Harbor) (Brooks, 1989: 182). Anti-war protests resulted in widespread violence, including terroristic violence, during the American Revolution, the Civil War, and the Vietnam War in particular. Violence was used by the government and the opposition alike.

Terroristic violence has also been used by extreme environmentalist and animal rights groups seeking changes in public policy and/or in the practices of private corporations. 

Transnational terrorism is violence used by nonstate foreign actors against nations and groups. While it is not always clear that transnational groups are operating on their own, without government support, some groups clearly do. 

Bombings, assassinations, kidnappings, assaults, and other violence has been used by transnational groups in the United States, particularly during the 1980s and 1990s. 

In some cases, the groups were attacking foreign nationals and, in other cases, they were attacking American citizens. Such attacks have been carried out by pro-Armenian, Puerto Rican nationalist, pro-Croatian, anti-Khadafi (Libyan), anti-Castro (Cuban), and other groups (see, e.g., FBI, 1993).

During the 1960s and 1970s, terrorist organizations engaged in skyjacking, forceably taking over aircraft in flight or on the ground and holding the passengers and crew hostage for political and/or criminal purposes.

It was sometimes difficult to determine the objectives of skyjackers because they might issue statements concerning the war in Vietnam or other political issues even when their acts were largely nonpolitical.

Skyjacking was frequently used by political groups to achieve political objectives. Skyjackers demanded ransoms for the release of passengers, crew, and aircraft; releases of political prisoners; publication or broadcast of political messages; political asylum or safe passage to a friendly nation; and other concessions. 

In the early 1960s, skyjackers generally were seeking political asylum. For example, there were numerous skyjackings to Cuba by American radicals, until the Cuban Government began imprisoning skyjackers. 

The frequency of the skyjackings and the questionable objectives of many of the terrorists created problems for the Cuban Government and it acted to discourage such acts.

Cuba’s discouragement of skyjackings during late 1960s dramatically reduced the number of takeovers of U.S. domestic flights. 

By the early 1970s, skyjackings had become more violent and more dramatic. The events escalated from simple takeovers with a list of demands to week-long (and longer) skyjackings involving multiple airports in several countries. 

The D.B. Cooper case involving a skyjacker parachuting from an aircraft and disappearing with the ransom money into the forests of the Pacific Northwest. D.B. Cooper’s escape has become a legend, although the money appears to be the sole motivation for the event. 

The Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) decided to stop skyjackings by its members in 1972, and the number of international skyjackings significantly decreased. 

The adoption of international anti-skyjacking conventions also contributed to the decline of takeovers.

The Tokyo Convention of 1963 outlawed attacks on civilian aircraft and the Hague Convention of 1970 and the Montreal Convention of 1971 clarified jurisdiction over skyjackings and other attacks on aviation and ratified the policy of “prosecute or extradite,” requiring signatory nations to apprehend skyjackers and either try them or extradite them to a nation that would try them. 

In the U.S., the Anti-Hijacking Act of 1974 re-affirmed the responsibility of airlines to provide security and, since that time, the Federal Aviation Administration and federal law enforcement agencies have monitored security at US airports and international airports with US flights.

The successful rescue of hostages by Israeli commandos in Entebbe, Uganda, in 1976 and by West German commandos in Mogadishu, Somalia, in 1977, encouraged military operations against skyjackers, but subsequent rescue attempts were often unsuccessful and hostages and rescuers were killed because the circumstances were quite different from those in Entebbe and Mogadishu. 

After the dramatic TWA skyjacking in 1985 (see case study in Session 4), security measures were increased at U.S. airports and security at foreign airports was heightened. 

As a result, skyjackings of flights from major international airports are uncommon, although there are concerns about security at smaller airports in the United States and at many international airports. Controversies have arisen when U.S. officials have issued warnings about the inadequacy of security of aircraft and facilities at particular airports. 

Skyjackings still occur, although American aircraft and passengers have seldom been targeted in recent years. Present day skyjackings are also more likely to involve persons seeking political asylum and trying not to harm their hostages. 

The bombing of the World Trade Center towers in New York City in 1993 was the most significant act of terrorism against U.S. citizens by foreign terrorists on U.S. soil. Six people were killed in the bombing, but there would have been far more casualties had the terrorists achieved their goal. The intention was to topple one or both of the office towers. The terrorists were captured, tried, and imprisoned.

Violence by ultra-conservative groups, including members of Posse Comitatus, the Order, the Ku Klux Klan, the American Nazi movement, and groups of “skinheads” increased during the 1980s and 1990s. Monitoring of such groups increased as law enforcement authorities noted collaboration among the groups in training and anti-government activities.

The bombing of the Murrah Federal Building in Oklahoma City in 1995, in which 168 people were killed, drew attention to the escalating violence of ultra-conservative groups and individuals against government. 

The Oklahoma City bombing also drew attention to the growing militia movement in the U.S. and the increasingly violent rhetoric of its leaders and the increasingly violent actions of its members. The links between the bombers and the militia movement have encouraged many to withdraw their support for the militias. 
Womens clinics and health care providers have been attacked by anti-abortion groups during the 1980s and 1990s. Arson, bombings, and assassinations have been used to intimidate doctors, nurses, and other clinic staff, as well as patients.

There have also been terroristic attacks by individuals with psychological disorders and political motivations. 

The “Unabomber,” Theodore J. Kaczynski, mailed bombs or left them to be found. For 18 years he eluded police, largely because of the unpredictability of his choice of targets. In 16 bombings or threatened bombings, 23 people were injured, some severely, and 3 died. He was eventually apprehended when a relative recognized language in the Unabomber’s published “manifesto” against technology.

Attacks by psychologically disturbed people include the attempted assassinations of President Reagan in 1981 by John W. Hinckley, the attempted assassination of President Clinton in 1994 (in which shots were fired at a tourist who looked like the President), and the attack in the Capitol building in 1998 in which two Capitol policeman were killed.

The bombing of Centennial Olympic Park in Atlanta during the 1996 Olympics and subsequent bombings of a women’s health clinic and a bar frequented by gays and lesbians are believed to have been committed by the same individual. 

The Centennial Park bomb appeared to have been placed and timed to kill or injure law enforcement officers and emergency responders. The bomb apparently exploded earlier than expected, based upon an anonymous telephone call to Atlanta police.

The other two incidents each involved two bombs with the second larger bomb. The bombs were apparently timed to catch law enforcement officers and emergency responders as they arrived to help those injured by the first bomb (see Session 3 for a case study). 

The view that Americans are more violent than other nationalities is a common one. 

As well as the sustained periods of violence identified by Gurr, American history includes lesser campaigns of violence, including 

· family feuds, such as the legendary feud between the Hatfields and McCoys between 1872 and 1890 in Kentucky and West Virginia;

· dueling and assassinations, such as the infamous duel between Alexander Hamilton and Aaron Burr that resulted in Hamilton’s death;

· urban riots, such as the election, labor, anti-draft, anti-Black, and anti-Catholic riots in dozens of large and small cities in the mid- to late 1800s;

· agrarian violence, such as Shay’s Rebellion in Massachusetts from 1786 to 1787 and the Whiskey Rebellion in Pennsylvania in 1794; 

· labor violence, such the Molly Maguires’ attacks on mine owners in the 1870s and the Haymarket Riot in Chicago in 1886; and

· multiple criminal murders (Brown, 1989: 28-34).

H. Rap Brown, a radical African American leader in the 1960s, commented that “violence is as American as apple pie.” (Gurr, 1989: 12).

Despite the amount of violence, American political institutions and processes are remarkably stable (Gurr, 1989: 12). While the government has been threatened frequently, there has been little likelihood of its collapse.

However, today, terrorists have access to technologies far more lethal than those available to the “Sons of Liberty” or even relatively recent political movements and they appear far more willing to kill or maim very large numbers of people.


__________________________________________________________________


Questions to ask students:

1. Why do individuals or groups choose to use violence in general and terrorism in particular to achieve their political objectives?

Suggested answers: They choose to use violence because they

· have no other means of achieving their political objectives—they cannot change policies or officials through the electoral process, or by winning popular support for their programs;

· consider it heroic to attack officials, government facilities, and their supporters;

· are cowards, choosing to attack innocent civilians rather than the military or law enforcement agencies;

· are angry with the government, racial or ethnic groups, abortion doctors and other clinic staff, etc.; and

· believe that violence will be an effective tool, based upon American history or the experience of other political groups in other nations.

2. Was H. Rap Brown right, is “violence as American as apple pie?” 

Answers are likely to vary considerably. It may help to remind students that many foreigners view American society as violent. That is part of the American stereotype. Whether that perception is valid or not is a matter of opinion, although statistics for homicide support that conclusion. Students who have lived outside of the United States for extended periods of time may have quite different views on how American society differs from other societies than those who have not lived elsewhere. Students who have lived outside the United States may also have first-hand knowledge of how violent American society is perceived.

________________________________________________________________________

Objective 2.2 

Discuss how terrorism has been used by opponents and supporters of the U.S. Government.

Terrorism can be an effective political tool because it can intimidate the target group, as well as innocent bystanders and others uninvolved in the acts, and can encourage them to give in to terrorist demands.

Opponents of the government may try to terrorize officials and supporters of the government by demonstrating that they have the power to attack without being stopped or caught. 

Victims may be threatened with assassination and other physical attacks, destruction or theft of property, kidnapping, and attacks on relatives or friends.

Government agents may threaten political opponents and others deemed undesirable or “enemies” by punishing their supporters, families, and coworkers. The agents may use threats of physical harm, arrest, detention, or exile.

Vigilante groups may operate with the knowledge of legal authorities and their members may include police officers, military personnel, and other representatives of city, county, state, or even federal governments. 

A problem in dealing with vigilante and state terrorists is that the groups may be protected by sympathetic officials. The clandestine nature of the groups makes it difficult to identify members and supporters.

Because of the potential for state terrorism and other abuses of authority, democratic societies like the United States usually have strict procedural requirements for investigation, arrest, and detention to protect the civil rights and liberties of citizens. 

There may also be psycho-social reasons for the use of terrorism or other forms of extreme violence. 

For example, terrorism may also be the tactic of choice for people who are sadistic or anti-social. As the Sederberg reading (1998) indicates, social and political circumstances may encourage or discourage violent (or destructive) behaviors by people who are inclined to violence. 

People may be motivated by “relative deprivation,” the feeling that they have less than others and cannot achieve equity through the current sociopolitical and/or economic system. Discrimination, economic inequalities, and other factors may make it impossible for them to achieve equity or reasonable equality.

People may feel “alienated” from familial or other social groupings. They may not feel like they are a part of society and may strike out in anger or frustration.

People may believe in the efficacy of violence and, thus, choose terrorism to achieve their political aims because they simply feel that it will work. They may be influenced by the example of groups that have used violence successfully to achieve their goals.

People may have strong ideological beliefs that encourage the use of violence (e.g., as a tactic of just war). For instance, fascist or neo-nazi, racist, nativist, communist, or even religious beliefs might encourage violence.

Young people, in particular, may be motivated by an idealistic or romantic notion. They may see themselves as contemporary “Robin Hoods” using violence against wealthy elites to help the oppressed poor.

Terrorist organizations, too, have organizational needs. They have to be active or their members will drop out. Violent deeds tend to create cohesion in that members find it more difficult to drop out if they have committed serious crimes (Waugh, 1993). 

____________________________________________________________

Question to ask students:
Why might people join terrorist organizations?

Suggested answers: 

· The romance and excitement of clandestine operations.

· The achievement of important political goals.

· To address economic inequities.

· To protect the poor.

· To maintain order.

· To punish political leaders or corporations for their actions.

· To preserve the current system of government.

· To protect society from those who do not share its values.

________________________________________________________________________

Objective 2.3

Discuss terrorist violence in terms of the issues of “right to revolution” and “just war.”

For the United States and other nations, such as France and Mexico, with histories of revolutionary violence, terrorism may present a philosophical dilemma in terms of reconciling anti-terrorist policies and laws with national traditions and values. 

A “right of revolution” is rooted in the principle that political leaders have responsibilities to their subjects or citizens and that political power ultimately derives from the people. Democratic governments generally do have some notion of right to revolt against unjust government action.

A “right of revolution” was argued by Jean-Jacques Rousseau in his 1762 book Du Contrat Social (The Social Contract) and that argument helped provide justification for the French and American revolutions. 
A “right of revolution” is not universally recognized. However, in some nations, the legitimacy of rulers is derived from “divine right” or the authority of God (as was common in Europe in the 17th century and earlier) or is based simply on superior force.

If a “right of revolution” is assumed, there is philosophical justification for the use of violence against oppressive government. In democracies, however, violence is seldom justified unless there are no other means of redressing grievances against the government. Violence is generally viewed as a tactic of last resort, when redress cannot be achieved through elections or other nonviolent means. 

The Declaration of Independence outlines the justifications the American colonists gave for revolting against their legal ruler, King George III. The justifications are based upon violations of “contract” between ruler and subjects, essentially arguing that King George failed to honor his responsibilities to his subjects.

While influenced by Rousseau, Thomas Jefferson and the contributors to the Declaration of Independence chose the arguments of John Locke for a more limited “right to revolution” based upon violations of property rights rather than moral obligations.

However, Rousseau’s writings were very influential during the American Revolution and are cited more often than Locke’s as a justification for anti-government action today.

This “right to revolution” is crucial to understanding domestic terrorism in the United States because anti-government organizations typically make the case that the U.S. Government (usually the Federal government) has overstepped its authority as defined in the Constitution and, thus, violence is necessary to draw attention to oppressive actions (e.g., laws and regulations) and/or to overthrow the officials responsible.

There have always been groups in the United States who have opposed an active and strong central government. That was no less true during the Revolution when a significant portion of the population (historians suggest as high as one-third) did not support either King George III or the new American Government.

Less philosophical justifications for the use of violence, including terrorism, to overcome oppression are typically based on the very pragmatic notion that the “ends justify the means.” 

For example, while the “Sons of Liberty” were terrorists by most current definitions, American history generally characterizes the group as “heroes” of the revolution. The Boston Tea Party is usually described as an act of defiance and a symbol of the oft-cited principle “no taxation without representation” thus justifying the colonists’ revolt against their ruler.

Revolutionary violence is often termed “terroristic” by government officials and their supporters because that suggests that their purposes or cause are illegitimate. Truly, “one man’s terrorist is another man’s freedom fighter.” 

The redress of grievances against a government may involve:

· civil disobedience - the refusal to accept laws considered unjust or immoral in order to draw attention to the law and force change;

· direct action - more forceful action, including low-level violence, against political leaders and organizations that are responsible for unjust or immoral laws;

· terrorism - violent action to draw attention to unjust laws, punish officials and others responsible for the laws, acquire resources to continue the “war” against the government or other groups, and/or disrupt society so that the people will force a change in law or oust the responsible officials;

· guerrilla warfare – violent, low-intensity war against representatives of the government, such as police officers and judicial officials, and their supporters; and

· civil war - war against the government including attacks on government facilities, military units, courts, and other institutions and individuals. 

(Note that the terms are ambiguous. A terrorist organization benefits if its actions are characterized as “civil war” because that suggests that they have the capacity to launch attacks on the strongest pillars of the government, such as the military and law enforcement agencies. Conversely, a government under siege by political opponents would want to characterize the attacks as “terrorism” because that is a more pejorative term and would also suggest their opponents lacked popular support and strong military capabilities).

Once the level of anti-government violence has escalated to the guerrilla war or civil war stage, proponents may well argue that they are engaged in a “just war.” The nature of the political objectives, e.g., overthrowing officials who have broken the social contract (as described by Rousseau), justifies the use of violence. 

The concept of “just war” also provides justification for attacks on other nations that have supported terrorists or encourage terrorist violence. While violence and war are considered bad, sometimes wars are necessary because there is no other way to end injustice and oppression and to achieve freedom and independence.

It is also important to note that there is an expectation that nations will protect themselves from attacks by other nations or transnational groups, even if their acts violate international law. While taking disputes to the International Court of Justice or seeking redress through the United Nations is encouraged in principle and in law, international relations are generally more pragmatic.

__________________________________________________________________

Questions to ask students:

1. What are the major arguments against Americans having a “right to revolution” today?

Suggested answers: 

Americans should not have a “right to revolution” because

· they can change leaders and policies through the electoral process;

· they can lobby for change and, if they have public support, leaders will listen;

· the leaders are chosen by the majority and they are the legitimate officials;

· they can leave the country if they don’t like what is going on;

· the leaders are chosen by the majority but they have respect for the rights of minorities; and

· the judicial system will protect minorities and/or provide a means of challenging laws and policies that are unjust.

2. What are the major arguments for Americans having a “right to revolution” today?

Suggested answers:

Americans should have a “right to revolution” today because

· such a right is part of our heritage, passed on from the Founding Fathers;

· political leaders do not represent the interests of all citizens;

· the majority often do not respect the rights and needs of minorities;

· It is not possible to get rid of officials or policies that are oppressive or unfair because strong political interests support them, elections are decided on the basis of the candidates’ campaign funds rather than their political views or policy positions, or too few people understand what is happening and are willing to vote out the current leaders; and/or

· political leaders and agencies have violated the social contract, i.e., they are not following the direction of the American people or they are exceeding their authority.

________________________________________________________________________

Objective 2.4 

Discuss the major forms of terrorist violence that threaten Americans today.

Today, the forms of politically motivated terrorist violence that pose the greatest risks for Americans are:

· vigilante terrorism, particularly from racist and nativist groups, some acting with the support or at least the acquiesence of public officials;

· subrevolutionary terrorism, particularly from anti-abortion, anti-tax, and radical environmental groups;

· state terrorism, particularly from officials and agencies that try to use force or intimidation to discourage political opposition;

· revolutionary terrorism, particularly involving separatist movements that denounce their U.S. citizenship and resist government regulations, refuse to pay taxes, and attempt to set up their own governments; 

· international terrorism, including violence directed against foreign governments by U.S. residents and violence directed against foreign governments by non-U.S. residents (essentially international conflicts that have spilled over into the United States); and

· transnational terrorism or violence by nonstate actors against foreign governments, such as Osama bin Ladin, against the United States.

The modern terrorist arsenal may include:

· nuclear weapons, e.g., crude nuclear bombs;

· biological weapons, e.g., anthrax;

· chemical weapons, e.g., sarin gas;

· radiological weapons, e.g., radioactive wastes;

· cyber-weapons, e.g., computer viruses;

· conventional military weapons, e.g., assault rifles, machine guns, light anti-tank weapons, explosives, hand grenades, portable anti-aircraft missiles, mortars, and even cannons and tanks;

· arson, e.g., gasoline;

· commonly available weapons, e.g., hunting rifles and target pistols; and

· commercially available bomb components, e.g., dynamite and fertilizer/fuel oil.

There is a very real potential for large-scale, mass casualty terrorist events involving nuclear, biological, chemical, and/or radiological weapons, so-called “weapons of mass destruction.” 

The probability of such events is increased by these factors

· It does not take a great deal of technological sophistication to construct and deliver “weapons of mass destruction;”

· Instructions on how to build nuclear, biological, and chemical weapons are readily available on the Internet and in many public libraries; 

· Instructions to build bombs can be found in military manuals and other available literature;

· There is sufficient fissionable nuclear material unaccounted for to suggest that some terrorist groups, “rogue” states, and even criminals may have the essential components to build nuclear weapons;

· When the Cold War ended, there were stockpiles of nuclear, chemical, and biological weapons and, with the collapse of the Soviet Union, at least several of the newly independent states have possession of nuclear weapons but limited capacity to maintain and secure them; and

· The “nuclear club” has expanded in recent years and, as more nations have nuclear capabilities, the danger of weapons being lost, stolen, sold, used purposively, or accidentally detonated increases.

There is also a very real potential for large-scale, mass casualty terrorist events using conventional weapons.

· Americans can readily purchase semi-automatic weapons, if they do not have criminal records;

· Americans can purchase some military-type weapons (e.g., assault rifles) and many can be converted back into automatic weapons;

· Large quantities of military-type weapons, including plastic explosives (e.g., C-4) and hand grenades, have been stolen from active and reserve military units, and National Guard units; 

· Large quantities of dynamite and other commercially available explosives have also been stolen or lost; and

· Fuel oil and commercial fertilizer, as were used in the Murrah Federal Building bomb, are readily available in the United States (although purchases and theft of large quantities of fertilizer are now monitored by law enforcement agencies).

Most importantly, terrorist groups have demonstrated that they are willing to kill very large numbers of people, e.g., the Murrah Federal Building bombing in 1995 and the World Trade Center bombing in 1993.


__________________________________________________________________


Questions to ask students:

1. What are some examples of vigilante terrorism in the United States?

Suggested answers:

· Ku Klux Klan violence against African-Americans, Jews, and Catholics

· Ultra-conservative groups’ violence against gays, lesbians, and others

2. What are some examples of subrevolutionary terrorism in the United States.


Suggested answers:

· Anti-abortion groups’ violence against women’s clinics and abortion doctors

· Animal rights groups’ violence against corporations and medical laboratories that use animals to test drugs, cosmetics, and other materials

· Extremist environmental groups’ violence against logging companies, hazardous waste dumpers, and 

· Extreme political groups and individuals that have used violence against public facilities, such as the Murrah Federal Building bombing.

3. What are some examples of state terrorism in the United States?
Suggested answers: 

· Police violence against racial minorities

· Police violence against political protestors

· Police violence against gays and lesbians

4. What are some examples of revolutionary terrorism?


Suggested answers:

· Violence by groups advocating Puerto Rican independence
· Violence by separatist groups in Texas (or elsewhere)

· The bombing of the Murrah Federal Building by individuals seeking to overthrow the U.S. Government. [Note: If Timothy McVeigh’s and Terry Nichols’ purpose was simply revenge for the Waco incident, they should not be considered revolutionary terrorists. But, if their cause was the overthrow of the United States Government, they were (and may still be) revolutionaries.]

5. What are some examples of transnational terrorism?




Suggested answers:

· Bombings of the U.S. embassies in Kenya and Tanzania by individuals associated with Osama bin Laden (a Saudi Arabian national)(Also the bombing of the U.S. military facility in Dharan in 1996)


· Bombing of the World Trade Center in NYC in 1993 by supporters of Sheikh Omar Abdel-Rahman (a Moslem fundamentalist from Egypt)

6. What are some examples of international terrorism?


Suggested answers:

· The bombing of Pan Am Flight 103 over Lockerbie, Scotland in December 1988 by suspected agents of the Libyan government. [The suspects were put on trial by a Scottish court, convened in LeHavre, Belgium, in late 1999 with no decision as of July 2000.] 

· The 1992 killings of four Kurdish dissidents in a restaurant in Berlin by Iranian agents. [German courts found Iranian leaders responsible for the killings.]
[Other acts of terrorism may be categorized as “international” or “transnational,” depending upon the amount of support from governments or their agents.]
7. What kinds of terrorists attacks might the United States experience in the future?

Suggested answer: 

Attacks involving nuclear weapons, biological weapons, chemical weapons, radiological materials, computers, and conventional military weapons. The United States may also experience attacks very similar to those in the past involving conventional weapons and common explosives.

________________________________________________________________________
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