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Abstract
This article presents a first quantitative overview of the findings of a private research project, which is running
since 2011. The project aims at establishing a comprehensive database of German right-wing terrorist actors
(groups, individuals) since the Second World War. It assembles data on incidents in order to gather as much
information as possible about respective tactics, strategies, target groups, biographical backgrounds, connections
and ideological legitimizations. As a first report and analysis, this article provides a quantitative analysis of
right-wing terrorism in Germany, based on data relating to average group size, main target groups, length of
existence and main tactics.
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Introduction
Due to the discovery of the German right-wing terrorist group “National Socialist Underground (NSU)” in
2011, which allegedly assassinated at least 10 persons and committed two bombings over a period of almost
14 years undetected, right-wing terrorism has been brought back to nation-wide attention. In comparison to
the 77 casualties caused in the same year by the lone wolf Anders Behring Breivik, and compared to Jihadist,
national separatist or anarchist terrorism,, the activities by the extreme right in Germany have been of a lesser
order of magnitude. Only a very small number of academic studies have been focusing exclusively on the
nature, tactics and structures of right-wing terrorism in Germany in the last decades. A few edited volumes
have collected chapters on specific right-wing terrorist groups from different countries, but without looking
at it in a comprehensive way and in any depth . We therefore possess few insights into the possibly distinctive
characteristic of terrorism from the extreme right.
In order to establish a comprehensive database for terrorism research in Germany, to begin with in the
German right-wing context, a unique private research project was started in 2011 by the author. Over the
course of three years, the project collected as much information as possible on terrorist activities by rightwing extreme groups in Germany since the Second World War and merged it in one coherent data base.
While still ongoing and constantly being updated, the material gathered so far allows the making a first
quantitative overview regarding some basic structures of German right-wing extremist & terrorist groups.
As a purely quantitative survey, this article will not focus on specific terrorist groups, incidents or strategic
concepts. Rather it concentrates on some basic structures such as the typical group size, targeted groups,
methods, lifespan, and communication strategies. In addition some insights into the historical development
over the last 50 years will be provided, answering questions such as whether or not right-wing terrorist
groups got smaller and more flexible over time (based on the “leaderless resistance” concept), whether the
target groups or methods changed, or whether certain waves or phases of right-wing terrorist activities can be
identified.
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State of the Art
Within international research on terrorism, right-wing extremist terrorism has so far only received minor
attention, compared, for instance, to Jihadi terrorism. Although some major publications in the last decades
focused specifically on this topic [1], they only scratch the surface of the issue–usually with chapters
introducing various right-wing terrorist groups or incidents–without an underlying general typology or
concept. Most academic publications dealing with the extreme right either focus on parties and political
processes such as elections and campaigns [2] or on various subcultural aspects of different right-wing
groups which are not part of the more traditional contemporary political spectrum [3]. The formulation
of a theory and typology of right-wing terrorism has been attempted by Ehud Sprinzak [4]. His theory
of “Split Delegitimization” – differentiating between revolutionary, reactionary/reactive, vigilante, racist,
millenarian, and youth counterculture right-wing terrorism – has, however, not found a wide resonance
within academia due to a certain lack of empiric groundwork. Sprinzak suggested that for right-wing terrorist
groups, the conflict with government would be “secondary” in comparison to “private wars against hostile
ethnic communities” [5]. This does, however, not hold true for many right-wing groups and lone wolf actors
(e.g. militias in the US, Breivik in Norway) who perceive democratic and multicultural governments as their
main enemies. As Sprinzak’s typology was recognized as being “too simplistic” [6] to be applied to empirical
analysis, his model remained relatively inconsequential.
Within international research publications, works on German right-wing terrorism are few; only a handful
of academic studies can be identified [7]. From an academic perspective, most publications have been of a
rather journalistic nature and lack scientific rigour [8]. On the academic level, only a handful of publications
can be found [9]; they vary greatly both in terms of scope and quality. Partially due to lack of empirical data,
some scholars have formulated theories that are surprising, for example, that right-wing terrorists prior
to the NSU series of murders, never directly attempted to kill individuals from their target group and are
therefore claiming that there is a rise of a ‘new generation’ of right-wing terrorists [10]. In short, with regard
to forms and aspects of right-wing terrorism, the field is highly under-researched and under-represented
within international and German academic studies of terrorism and political violence. Although some
scholars have attempted to establish theoretical foundations for a study of right-wing terrorism, the sheer
lack of comprehensive and detailed empirical data about right-wing terrorist actors, structures and tactics has
essentially prevented the development of systematic analysis regarding this type of terrorism.
To improve this situation, the DTGrwx began building a knowledge base for the in-depth study of German
right-wing terrorism in order to detect potential differences and commonalities with other forms of
terrorism.
Methods, Sources, and the Database Project
The main goal of the initial DTGrwx project was to describe the development of ideologies, strategies, tactics,
group structures and networks of German right-wing terrorism from a historical perspective. For the first
time in research on German right-wing extremism, an attempt has been made to establish a database for
right-wing terrorism that includes as much information as possible on the actors (groups and individuals),
incidents, target groups, tactics, ideology, networks, lifespan, communication, effects of government
measures, success of the terrorist groups, victims and other relevant data. As a notoriously inaccessible
field for research, all available sources have been included: media reports, police investigation files, court
documents, academic literature, autobiographies of former right-wing terrorists, verdicts, interviews with
former terrorists, investigators and lawyers, intelligence reports (Verfassungsschutzberichte – reports form
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the agency for the protection of the Constitution), government reports as well as internal documents of rightwing groups (e.g. strategy papers, books, training manuals). After an initial overview, the data was coded and
analysed quantitatively and qualitatively, gathering as much information as possible for each identified actor
or incident.
The DTGrwx consists of two main parts: incidents and actors. While the part on incidents includes
acknowledged acts of violence committed by right-wing extremists (e.g. killings, arson and attacks with
explosives, kidnappings and hostage takings) not all have a terrorist background; sometimes incidents
attributed to right-wing extremists have a rather personal criminal background and can therefore not be
included in an analysis about right-wing terrorism. In addition, many incidents, actors or purposes are
simply unknown. Sometimes a right-wing motive has only been suspected by authorities. In our database, the
part on actors only includes identified actors (groups and individuals) from the extreme right, who planned,
prepared or executed coercive acts of violence for purposes identified in the revised Academic Consensus
Definition of terrorism (2011), developed by Schmid [11]. Naturally there is a large difference between these
two parts in terms of numbers and proportions. This article solely relies on the identified actors, while the
database on incidents has to be analysed in a different way.
Although the analysis is still ongoing and the database is constantly updated, it has already become the largest
accumulation of information on right-wing terrorism in Germany. Currently the DTGrwx consists of:
•

84 right-wing terrorist actors (groups and individuals) that could be identified since 1963, using the
combined definition of Schmid (2011) and Wagner (2013).

•

123 right-wing terrorist attacks using explosives of some kind since 1971

•

2,173 right-wing arson attacks since 1971

•

229 homicides with a right-wing extremist background since 1971

•

12 kidnappings

•

56 cases of blackmailing

•

174 armed robberies

Of course not every arson attack, kidnapping, blackmailing or robbery can be related to right-wing terrorism,
which is why every incident has to be qualitatively analysed and embedded within the database of identified
actors. Sometimes one right-wing group for example commits an armed robbery to finance another group’s
terrorist activities, which was then counted as militant periphery (support structures, recruitment pool,
radicalizing milieu). As the scope of the DTGrwx also aims to cover the militants’ peripheral attacks (e.g.
averted by police) that failed and plots that have been prepared but not carried out have been included as
well.
Definitions
To gather information on right-wing terrorist actors and incidents in a database requires definitions
adequately balanced to recognize the relevant phenomenon and to distinguish it from irrelevant data. As the
German legal definitions both of right-wing extremism and terrorism was deemed far too narrow for this
project, a combination of two main academic definitions have been applied to identify right-wing terrorist
actors, groups and incidents. In addition, the project aimed to include the militant periphery of right-wing
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terrorist actors as well. Regarding the definition of ‘terrorism’, which is in itself almost a sub-discipline of
terrorism studies, Schmid’s revised academic consensus definition from 2011 was used:
“Terrorism refers, on the one hand, to a doctrine about the presumed effectiveness of a special form
or tactic of fear-generating, coercive political violence and, on the other hand, to a conspiratorial
practice of calculated, demonstrative, direct violent action without legal or moral restraints, targeting
mainly civilians and non-combatants, performed for its propagandistic and psychological effects on
various audiences and conflict parties” [12].
Right-wing extremism or radicalism is not less controversial as a concept. In an analysis of different studies
of right-wing extremism, Mudde [13] arrived at twenty-six different ways to define the concept, which
contained fifty-eight different criteria. In a similar examination of thirteen studies, Druwe [14] found ‘only’
thirty-seven different, partially-intersecting, meanings. In German research at least two definitions are widely
used: the ‘consensus group’s and Heitmeyer’s definitions. As a collection of essential characteristics of rightwing extremism the ‘consensus group’ of social scientists defined right-wing extremism as an opinion based
on inequality, the affinity to dictatorships, chauvinism, belittlement of National Socialism, anti-Semitism,
xenophobia and Social Darwinism [15]. Wilhelm Heitmeyer, on the other hand, abstained from a collection
of essential characteristics but identified as the core of right-wing extremism a combination of an ideology,
which is based on inequality, and a basic acceptance of violence [16]. While Heitmeyer’s definition is far too
broad to identify right-wing terrorism the consensus group’s definition with its focus on certain ideological
characteristics (e.g. anti-Semitism) remains too narrow; it excludes certain right-wing groups or actors
(e.g. Anders Behring Breivik, who would not be counted as a right-wing extremist under the consensus
group definition due to his lack of anti-Semitism). Therefore this article and the research project applied the
definition elaborated by Bernd Wagner [17] for the data collection:
“Right-Wing Radicalism is a term for a social reality referring to a family of ideologies, which create organizations, movements, mentalities, fashion, groups and scenes, united by the characteristic
constraining of the individual’s freedom as ‘zoon politicon’ and of groups on the account of biological
and/or ethnic-cultural reasons and criteria. In addition, these elements suspend freedom and dignity,
as well as personal rights, in spirit and action, and introduce non-democratic forms of government.
Right-Wing Radicalism aspires to create and maintain an order establishing prerogatives for biological and cultural chosen ones thought of as an ethnos, folk or race and to develop a distinctive culture
of life, which is thought to be superior and to be established accordingly through morality and legal
status, as well as force, ensuring the submission to this order of every participant.” [18].
In short the term right-wing extremism covers a broad range of ideologies that essentially see violence as a
legitimate tool to combat a political and ethnic ‘enemy’ (including individuals with different culture, religion,
nationality or sexual orientation) seen as a threat to the own race or nation. Both are entangled in an active
state of war over future existence.
Main Findings
For a first analytical overview resulting from the DTGrwx project, the following categories will be highlighted
in a comparative and quantitative perspective: group size, tactics (main methods), target groups, and lifespan.
Group Size
Regarding the typical group size of German right-wing terrorist actors an important research question is,
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whether theoretical concepts such as “leaderless resistance” from 1983 [19] have effectively altered tactical
formations in practice or whether merely an evolution of tactics (in terms of group sizes) can be found. For
this analysis, five types of sizes have been used to cluster the right-wing terrorist actors: large associations
with more than 100 members, large groups with 10 to 40 members, small groups with four to nine members,
small cells with two to three members, and lone actors. To determine the size of a certain right-wing terrorist
actor is sometimes challenging if not impossible due to several factors:
•

In 12 cases no information about the group size was available.

•

In five cases only differing estimations about the group size (e.g. 40-100, “a minimum of six”) were
available. In these cases the lowest proven number was used.

•

Almost all actors had no official membership status and thus a high degree of fluctuation over time.
Members also had different functions, which makes it difficult to link some persons to a terrorist
plot. Regarding time, the group size at the time of arrest, detection or disbandment was used. In
some cases during investigation, trial and verdict the initial group was divided into categories by the
authorities, which also complicates the analysis (e.g.: a group of ten was arrested for planning a bomb
attack, six persons were charged, four persons convicted of explosives-related crimes, and two on
weapons-related charges). In these cases, the number of identified individuals connected to the initial
terrorist activity (including execution, planning, support) was counted.

•

In some lone actor cases, there is still a debate going on whether or not other persons were involved.
For example, the deadliest terrorist attack after the Second World War in Germany is the bombing
of the Oktoberfest in Munich in 1980, causing 13 casualties and 211 wounded. It was perpetrated by
an extreme right activist: Gundolf Köhler. Although he was a member of a large right-wing extremist
organization (the “Wehrsportgruppe Hoffmann”) courts and several investigations still claim that he
acted alone, despite the fact that some contrary evidence has surfaced over the years. In this case, the
DTGrwx follows current official police or court statements, meaning that the Oktoberfest bombing is
counted as a lone actor perpetrated incident in the database.

Excluding from analysis all the actors about whom we do not yet have good information, it emerges that
there were, in total 72 actors between 1963 and 2014. They came from:
•

6 large associations with more than 100 members

•

10 large groups with 10 to 40 members

•

26 small groups with 4–9 members

•

13 small cells with 2–3 members

•

15 lone actors

With 54.2% of perpetrators being part of small groups and small cells, this is by far the most common type
of size of right-wing terrorist actors in the DTGrwx. Lone actors alone count for 20.8% of right-wing terrorist
actors.
Small group sizes as a visible part of German extreme right terrorism can be dated back to 1963. At that
time, a group of eight German right-wing extremists tried to attack infrastructure (power plants) in South
Tyrol (Austria). In 1965, a group of three planned to assassinate the Federal Prosecutor General and execute
a bomb attack against the German Office for the Prosecution of War Criminals in Ludwigsburg. However, to
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the general public small scale right-wing terrorism became visible only in 1973 with the “Gruppe Neumann”
(six members) and in 1978 with the “Wehrwolfgruppe Stubbemann” (three members). In fact most of
the more or less widely known and lethal terrorist groups have developed small group or cell structures
(e.g., “Gruppe Ludwig” [two members, killing 14 person in 9 attack between 1977 and 1984], “Deutsche
Aktionsgruppen” [four members, killing two persons in nine attacks in 1980], “Hepp-Kexel Gruppe” [six
members, perpetrating four attacks], and “Nationalsozialistischer Untergrund” [three members, killing 10
persons]). Based on the timeframe segmented into roughly four decades (1963-1979, 1980-1989, 1990-1999,
2000-2014) and the distribution of small units (for small groups and cells) and lone actors, the following
observations can be made:
•

1963-1979: eight small groups and cells, two lone actors

•

1980-1989: ten small groups and cells, five lone actors

•

1990-1999: four small groups and cells, two lone actors

•

2000-2014: 16 small groups and cells, six lone actors

Although this shows a clear increase of small units and lone actors since 2000, it has to be mentioned that
most actors with unknown size are located in the early decades of the DTGrwx. Broken down into percentage
(including small groups, cells and lone actors) of all known right-wing terrorist actors per decade the
numbers are as follows:
•

1968-1980: 40%

•

1980-1990: 78.9%

•

1990-2000: 40%

•

2000-2014: 88%

Therefore, it can be argued that after a first zenith of small scale right-wing terrorism between 1980 and 1989,
a clear orientation to small unit tactics by the extreme right terrorist milieu is observable since 2000.
Tactics
Tactics used by right-wing terrorist actors include methods of coercive violence, typically explosive and
arson attacks, targeted assassinations, hostage takings and kidnappings. Again some qualifications are
necessary. In a number of cases, no concrete tactics could be detected or was made public. In these cases,
investigators or courts spoke of “severe crimes planned against the security of the state”, “militant plans”
against politicians and civilians or simply used the term “terrorist plans”. Naturally, due to a lack of coherent
definitions, standards and legal frameworks these cases occurred more often in the early decades of the
DTGrwx. Moreover, groups that have been mostly active in supportive operations for other terrorist actors
have not been included here. However, when a right-wing actor executed, prepared and planned an attack,
using one of the above-mentioned methods, the actor was included. In many cases, actors used a mix of
terrorist methods either simultaneously or in sequences. Each method executed or planed was counted. Thus
the percentages below do not refer to absolute size of attacks in the real world but rather show a distribution
of tactics in regard to preference by actors in theory and practice. They exclude actors committing acts of
support or without a known tactic.
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Arson Attacks

Assassination

Hostage Taking,
Kidnapping

1963-1979

25.9%

44.4%

22.2%

7.4%

1980-1989

22.2%

44.4%

33.3%

0%

1990-1999

12.5%

87.5%

0%*

0%

2000-2014

13.6%

63.6%

22.7%

0%

This table shows that in the early decades within the DTGrwx, a broad range of tactics was used by these
actors, including hostage taking and kidnappings -tactics almost completely vanishing after 1980. Between
1980 and 1990, right-wing terrorist actors relied on three tactics: explosive attacks (mostly), as well as arson
attacks and targeted assassinations. It would appear that a wave of explosive attacks between 1990 and 2000
was followed by another differentiation of tactics since 2000. Two special cases have been excluded but are
worth mentioning:
•

Between 1977 and 1978 the “Wehrsportgruppe Rohwer/Werwolf ” attacked Allied and German
military installations, patrols and barracks in at least four cases.

•

In 2014 a young right-wing extremist was discovered in Munich with an arsenal of weapons, extensive
combat gear, and explosives. While police attempted to enter his apartment he tried to detonate
several bombs and killed himself.

A special reference is also necessary regarding the wave of right-wing arson attacks on asylum seeker homes
in the early 1990s after the German reunification (1,499 incidents between 1991 and 1994). These attacks are
part of the incidents database but could in most cases not been tied to a specific actor or to a specific strategy.
Although it is proven that in some instances right-wing groups publically called for, and advertised, arson
attacks against asylum facilities it is unclear whether these attacks can be included in an analysis of rightwing terrorism. This phenomenon will be treated differently and needs in depth qualitative analysis. It is very
close to Sprinzak’s category of “youth counterculture terrorism” [20].
Target Groups
When it comes to targets of right-wing terrorism, again, a number of cases have to be excluded because
no specific information was available or because actors attacked more than one target group. In addition,
this categorization aligns with the target typology typically used by right-wing terrorist actors themselves.
In many cases, the only evidence comes from statements or documents of the perpetrators outlining, for
example, planned attacks against “foreigners” – a highly controversial term in the German context – without
necessarily being more specific. This makes it difficult to analyze subcategories, such as right-wing terrorist
violence against Muslims. Even most police and court documents do not differentiate the ethnic background
of the target groups, but usually use terms like “immigrants” or “persons with an immigration background”
are used. Due to this, the category “foreigners” as a target group mainly refers – in the eyes of the perpetrators
– to individuals with non-German or ‘non-Aryan’ ethnical background. Right-wing terrorists very rarely
seem to focus on a specific group of ‘foreigners’ or delineate what the category means exactly (e.g. Muslims
born in Germany, mixed families).
The numbers reproduced below represent proportions of specific target groups. Subsuming any
representative of the government or state structure, the ‘Government’ category includes targets such as police
officers, judges, politicians, military personnel (German or other), as well as state prosecutors. ‘Infrastructure’
includes mainly buildings such as party offices (e.g. from the Social Democratic Party), court houses, police
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stations, schools, but also railways, power supply networks, restaurants and other installations. To the extent
that individuals or groups identified by the extreme right as “the Left” (communists, anti-fascists, social
democrats not being part of the government) have been targeted, they were subsumed under the category
“The Left”.
Decade

Jews

Foreigners

Government

The Left

Infrastructure

1963-1979
1980-1989

21.1%

0%

31.6%

21.1%

26.3%

9.1%

36.4%

45.5%

9.1%

0%

1990-1999

0%

16.7%

41.7%

33.3%

8.3%

2000-2014

28.6%

28.6%

14.3%

21.4%

7.1%

Surprising is the fact that the government always has been a major target of right-wing terrorists, which is
contrary to the theory of Sprinzak [21]. In addition it could be expected before the German reunification
that the presence of Allied and Russian Forces in Germany would, in theory, provide a basis for right-wing
terrorist propaganda. After the reunification, a perceived weakness of especially East German authorities
might have triggered attacks on government targets. After 2000 right-wing terrorists again chose different
target groups, with a major focus on Jewish communities and persons.
Three special cases have been excluded and are worth mentioning in detail:
•

The “Gruppe Ludwig” killed 14 persons in nine attacks between 1977 and 1984, mainly targeting
discotheques, prostitutes, and catholic priests. The group’s agenda was to stop moral decay within the
Christian-‘Aryan’ culture and society.

•

Gundolf Köhler, the perpetrator of the Oktoberfest bombing, killed 13 persons and wounded 211,
making it most severe terrorist attack in post Second World War Germany. Köhler planted the bomb
at the main entry of the Oktoberfest, which allegedly detonated earlier than expected, killing Köhler.
This is the only known right-wing terrorist act that targeted persons indiscriminately. It was obviously
designed to inflict mass casualties.

•

In 1981 a group of five right-wing extremists founded the “Kommando Omega”. They targeted
dropouts (‘traitors’), judges and lawyers with explosives and assassinations.

Length of Group Activity (Lifespan)
To show the average length of a group’s active existence among Germany’s right-wing terrorist groups is
more problematic. For one reason, it is simply impossible to determine when a group of individuals or lone
actors have decided to form a terrorist cell or started preparing for an attack especially since this kind of
activity is typically executed clandestinely. Although some court documents and media reports state facts like
“have been preparing since…” or “formed a terrorist group in 2001 the latest”, it is completely unclear which
criteria have been used to define or recognize the starting point of a terrorist group or act. In addition, media
reports, investigation files, court verdicts and other sources might all use different criteria and have different
perspectives on when a group was formed or an act prepared. Thus this overview of average time of activity
before detection by authorities, arrest, and/or disbandment should be used with caution and as a rough
indication only.
Excluding two cases without confirmed information about the actor’s lifespan, the vast majority of rightwing terrorist actors is active no longer than one year (73.2%) before either being detected and arrested by
the authorities or before disbandment (sometimes to avoid arrest). It would, however, appear, that if an actor
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‘survives’ more than one year, chances of long-term activity rapidly increase with 13.4% being active between
one and five years and 13.4% more than five years. With 14 years of activity the “Nationalsozialistischer
Untergrund (NSU)” was the most successful German right-wing terrorist actor in terms of lifespan.
Communication
Probably one of the most surprising characteristics of right-wing terrorism is the form of communication
chosen by right-wing terrorist actors in combination with their attacks. Although terrorism, due to the
propagandistic and psychological effects, can always be regarded as form of communication in itself, some
scholars have focused on media attention as a central goal of terrorists to gain a podium for their political or
religious agenda [22]. Many (if not most) terrorist actors therefore use some form of public claim statement
after attacks to connect their group, ideology, brand or statement with the incident. In case of German
right-wing terrorism, however, only a small minority of perpetrators claimed in public credit for the attack
(including to leave a note, statement, or other form of ideological identification at the crime scene). As a
result of the absence of public claims of responsibility for their attacks, public and academia in Germany
discuss whether right-wing attacks should be counted as ‘terrorism’. While in theory the psychological
effect (terrorizing the target group) can be achieved without specific claim statements (e.g., a bombing of
a synagogue might be self-explanatory), the propagandistic effect of unclaimed attacks is much weaker, if
present at all.
For this survey, only those right-wing terrorist actors who actually tried to execute attacks (including failed
ones) were used. This accounts for 42.9% of all actors in the DTGrwx. Of those, only 19.4% made some form
of public claims (e.g., letters, statements at the crime scene, media communiqués – almost one fifth of the
attackers) to identify themselves as perpetrators and to spread their political or ideological agenda. As a
special case the “Nationalsozialistischer Untergrund (NSU)” did produce a video statement claiming the
attacks. However, they sent them to different media stations, politicians, and civil society groups only after
the group was detected in 2011. In general, public statements of right-wing terrorist actors only very rarely
contain concrete political claims or programs. In most cases swastikas or similar symbols were left at the
crime scene or the victims and target groups were scorned through the statements.
Conclusion
With this brief quantitative overview, the first step to a more comprehensive analysis of right-wing terrorism
in Germany becomes possible. Taking key elements of known right-wing terrorist actors (size, tactics, target
groups, lifespan, communication), this article allows to characterize right-wing terrorism in Germany for the
first time empirically so that common traits as well as differences with other types of terrorism can be found.
Most striking at this point appears to be the lack of typical forms of communication (e.g., communiqués,
claim statements) after perpetrating attacks. This holds true for the majority of right-wing terrorist actors
in Germany. This is an aspect worth looking into in future studies, showing how exactly (if at all) the
propagandistic effect of right-wing terrorist acts is achieved and how the actors themselves think about this
strategy (or lack thereof). In addition, knowing more about the targets of right-wing terrorists, what tactics
they typically use and how long they usually survive, allows us to identify the atypical cases and subject them
to in-depth analysis (e.g., the ‘Nationalsozialistischer Untergrund’, the ‘Gruppe Ludwig’, the ‘Kommando
Omega’). In addition the DTGrwx has aggregated a large amount of data regarding biographical backgrounds,
reaction and effectiveness of police actions. The database also focuses on ideological explanations as well as
strategic and tactical concepts. This will allow for a series of multiple, qualitative and quantitative studies,
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focusing on German right-wing terrorism in the future.
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