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Abstract
The processes involved in globalisation can disrupt the social, economic, and political systems of countries in
the Middle East and North Africa. Such disruptions could resort in increased levels of political unrest, including
outbreaks of terrorism. An analysis of terrorism levels and indices of economic, social, and political globalization
and levels of terrorism between 1970 and 2010 indicated that levels of globalization were in fact associated with
later outbreaks of terrorism. Social globalisation levels appeared to have the greatest impact in the first half of the
study period.
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Introduction
Terrorism is a phenomenon that has spread to nearly all parts of the world in the last part of the twentieth
century and the beginning of the twenty-first century. Many countries in the Middle East and North Africa
have been at the center of this violence as the region has suffered from both domestic and international
terrorist activities. While it is abundantly clear that there is no single cause that explains terrorism, it has
been suggested that increasing globalisation has contributed to outbreaks of terrorist violence. If globalisation
has, in fact, played such a role, then higher levels of terrorism would be associated with greater levels of
globalisation. The following analyses will focus on various indices of globalisation and their relationship to
incidents of terrorism in the Middle East and North Africa.
Globalisation
It appears to be quite likely that globalisation can be linked to political difficulties in a number of countries.
Paul Wilkinson noted that modern terrorism has been a reaction to globalisation.[1] Globalisation is a
very complex process, one that has been defined in a bewildering variety of ways. There is, however, at least
some general agreement on broad outlines in the economic sphere; globalisation involves “the widening,
deepening, and speeding up of international connectedness.”[2] Globalisation, however, goes beyond simple
increases in economic interactions as it includes cultural, military, political and social dimensions.[3] in
involving the movement of goods, services, people, ideas, and cultures across geographical space.[4] There
are a number of factors likely to contribute to increased levels of globalisation. For example, recent increases
in overall globalisation have been attributed to a favorable conjunction of technological, political, and
economic circumstances.[5] Frequently, one of the consequences of the movements of ideas and materials is
that socially dissimilar groups will be brought into closer physical proximity to each other, possibly leading to
increases in conflict.[6] While in the long term it is possible that increased contacts among dissimilar groups
and their homogenisation can reduce terrorism,[7] that time has obviously not yet come.
Globalisation can bring benefits. It has been suggested that the countries that have been most involved in
the processes of globalisation are the countries that have benefitted the most from it.[8] Greater economic
interactions with the outside world, however, can also lead to greater anxiety about the social and cultural
changes that come with economic adaptations.[9] The level of inequality present in societies can moreover
increase, as local groups and individuals have to adapt to external actors, with new competition from
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elsewhere in the global economy, and other changes in their situations or position in the world. The spread
of market capitalism that has been associated with globalisation in the 19th and 20th centuries has frequently
undermined the structure of local economies.[10] Traditional economic systems, although frequently
characterized by high levels of internal inequality, usually have some mechanisms of reciprocity that include
obligations on the part of both the well-to-do and the less well-to-do. More modern economic practices,
however, can undermine the reciprocity elements without any beneficial reduction in levels of inequality,
thereby increasing societal tensions. Under these circumstances, even though globalisation frequently
generates economic growth and increased wealth at a societal or national level, only some groups will
benefit while other groups will suffer. One recent study found that increased trade, the traditional form
that economic globalisation has taken, has been associated with reduced inequality; however, financial
globalisation and especially direct foreign investment have been associated with greater inequality.[11]
Of course, financial globalisation and direct foreign investment are a more modern form of globalisation.
Financial globalisation doubled its impact from 1990 to 2004.[12]
Groups that are disadvantaged by the changes that accompany globalisation could naturally oppose
the leaders, groups, or political systems that are associated with these changes. Such opposition may
take acceptable forms through existing political channels, but it can also take more violent forms when
disadvantaged groups cannot gain satisfaction by peaceful means. The importance of globalisation as a
contributor of conflict can be observed in the fact that symbols of modernity that come with globalisation
have often been among the targets for attacks.[13] Ironically, the violent opposition can in turn weaken
governments and make it more difficult for them to manage the changes that are occurring or to meet the
resulting challenges.[14] This type of situation can result in a vicious circle of unrest and challenges that
continue to reduce the capacities of government, inducing political decay instead of political development.
[15] Globalisation has also provided increased opportunities for dissident groups to strike across greater
distances against any external actors that they see as enemies [16] The idea that a terrorist group can strike
across these greater distances (as exemplified in the case of 9/11) intensifies the feelings of insecurity that
terrorist activities are designed to generate.[17] This level of insecurity has been further increased by the
globalisation of the media.[18]
The effects of globalisation are not always negative. Some forms of interaction with the world system have
been linked with lower levels of transnational terrorism.[19] Analyses of outbreaks of civil wars, on the other
hand, have shown mixed results in terms of their relation to globalisation but provide at least some indication
of a connection.[20] If such is the case, globalisation can be both a blessing and a curse. Countries that have
become more integrated into the global system may eventually be able to increase their stability, but countries
undergoing the process of integration or facing the shocks that come with globalisation may be likely to
suffer greater disruptions or problems.[21]
There has been significant evidence that globalisation has led to political violence in different eras and
locations. In even earlier times, increasing globalisation was linked with violent outbreaks. In the ancient
world, the incorporation of Judea -first into Greek empires and then into the Roman Empire–led to changes
in the economic structure of the local society and marginalization of some groups in the province.[22] The
incorporation of Judea and Israel into earlier empires had not challenged the basic economic and social
systems of the Jewish community, unlike the challenges presented by the Greek and Roman states. One
consequence of this disruption was a series of Judean revolts against the Greeks and the Romans. These
revolts initially relied on terrorism and guerrilla warfare and then eventually on conventional battles.[23]
The Boxer Rebellion in China in the late 19th century was in many ways an ethnic and cultural reaction to
globalisation and the resulting intrusion of foreign ideas into traditional Chinese society. The attacks by the
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Boxers against Chinese Christians and foreigners used classic terrorist techniques designed to expel foreign
influences.[24] Eventually, the Boxers were able to escalate to open warfare against foreigners and even
gained assistance from some regular military units and elements of the political elite.
In more recent times, left-wing extremists that were active in the latter part of the twentieth century were
vehemently opposed to the global spread of capitalism.[25] World systems theory suggests that modernized
states are responsible for underdevelopment and the failures of states on the periphery of the global system.
[26] The increasing reach of multinational corporations that came with globalisation was seen as an
unmitigated evil that had to be opposed by violence. Violent groups with right-wing ideologies have also
been reacting to what they perceive to be the negative effects of globalisation. The current debates about
immigration in Europe and the United States are another manifestation of such popular concerns. Populist
groups have frequently opposed the immigration of people from culturally and religiously dissimilar areas.
[27] The Red Scare in the United States after World War I was a similar reaction to the spread of what many
in the United States saw as radical and dangerous leftist ideologies such as socialism, communism, and
anarchism that threatened the American way of life.[28] Opposition to foreign influences is not restricted
to majority populations. Smaller ethnic communities have also seen their cultures in danger of being
overwhelmed or absorbed by larger groups as a consequence of the homogenizing trends that are often
associated with globalisation and thus often resort to violence in “self-defense”.[29] It has been suggested
that terrorist actions directed specifically against the United States have been a reaction against the cultural
globalisation that comes with greater contact with the West.[30]
Religious terrorism increased greatly towards the end of the twentieth century. On several occasions various
religious groups have reacted negatively to the challenges that come with globalisation. Globalisation by its
very nature has the potential to undermine traditional religious values in societies. Western secularism has
threatened indigenous cultures and local religions exposed to the broader world.[31]. The spread of ideas
linked to globalisation can actually promote rebellions rooted in religion, a reaction to the threat of global
homogenization.[32] One consequence of increasing globalisation and the spread of secularization has been
a resurgence in religious beliefs, including fundamentalist views, in all of the world’s major religions.[33]
There are Jewish extremist groups in Israel that have reacted to globalisation not only by targeting Palestinian
Arabs but by attacking Jewish citizens that they see as too secular.[34] Islamic groups have clearly responded
to threats that globalisation represents to them.[35] The global jihad has represented a continuing response
to the threat that exposure to the broader world has represented to Islamic communities. The earlier violence
involving Palestinians, especially the Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO), was more of a nationalist
response to the presence of Israel rather than a religious one but reflected at least in part globalisation
effects. Boko Haram (“Western Education is Forbidden”) in Nigeria is just one of the latest manifestations of
this trend. The economic dislocations that came with globalisation have marginalized many individuals in
northern Nigeria, including groups of Muslims who have lost both their economic and social status. Many of
them have been attracted to Boko Haram.[36] Elsewhere, militant Hindus in India have attempted to drive
out foreign religious influences. Muslims have been the major targets but Christianity is also considered a
threat to extremist Hindus.[37] Some right-wing groups in the United States that are opposed to foreign
influences and immigrants have a clear religious element in their ideologies. The Aum Shinrikyo cult in Japan
that launched the sarin gas attacks in the Tokyo subways reflected a high level of concern about the cultural
and religious changes that came with globalization.[38] The effects have been universal “as the globalization
of culture tends to promote fundamentalism or puritanism in almost all religions.” [39]
Globalisation has had an additional effect on the prevalence of terrorism and the techniques used. The
presence of modern communications and transportation has provided opportunities for violent organizations

ISSN 2334-3745

29

October 2015

PERSPECTI VES O N TERRORISM

Volume 9, Issue 5

to learn from each other, to communicate with members in distant locations and to reach out to possible
recruits. It also provides greater opportunities for violent groups to attempt to influence external actors with
their attacks.[40] Although anarchists practiced an early form of leaderless resistance attacks with their
campaigns of assassinations, this type of terrorism has become more prevalent with the internet and social
media. The Islamic State in Syria and Iraq (ISIL) has demonstrated all too well the potential that modern
forms of communications have for recruiting potential foreign fighters to its ranks and incite others to
undertake lone wolf attacks on their home ground. Modern transportation linkages have facilitated travel,
allowing the launching of terrorist attacks in foreign countries.
Clearly, globalisation can engender religious, ethnic, economic, and ideological opposition movements with
splinter groups of them engaging in violent responses, including the use of terrorist tactics. Globalisation may
cause such violence, contribute to it, or be largely irrelevant in some cases. Since there is no single cause for
terrorism, globalisation will not explain all outbreaks of violence, but there could well be some connection.
Therefore, the basic hypothesis to be tested in this article is whether or not higher levels of globalization can
be associated with higher levels of terrorism. The analysis of terrorist incidents in the Middle East and North
Africa provides an opportunity to determine whether various levels of globalisation have, in fact, led to more
terrorism, at least for the countries in the MENA region.
Data
In order to determine if there were possible links between levels of globalisation and the occurrences of
terrorism, two available databases containing the necessary information for both variables were used. The
data on terrorism was drawn from the Global Terrorism Database maintained by the University of Maryland.
[41] The database contains information on the number of incidents, fatalities, and injuries suffered in
terrorist attacks. It was possible to compile annual totals for each year from 1970 to 2010. There were some
occasions where the information on the number of injuries suffered in attacks was listed as unknown;
therefore, those data were less precise than the data on incidents and deaths. These data on incidents and
casualties were standardised to reflect the different population sizes of the countries in question by dividing
the measures by population in the millions. Standardisation was essential since previous studies have noted
that terrorism becomes more likely with an increase in population size.[42] Simple probability, of course
suggests that terrorist incidents will be more frequent in larger countries. For the years from 1970 to 1979,
the number of incidents and fatalities was divided by population (in the millions) in 1975. Population in
1985 was the divisor for the data for the 1980s, population in 1995, the divisor for the 1990s, and population
in 2005 the divisor for the years in the 21st century.[43] The World Bank population estimates provided a
standardized base for population figures for all the countries in the region, and the World Bank data had
the advantage of estimates based on the same methodology. Further, since a lack of incidents, fatalities, or
injuries would be more meaningful in Egypt than in Bahrain or Qatar, each zero entry for incidents or for
zero fatalities was coded 0.01 instead of 0.00 for purposes of standardization, giving slightly greater weight to
the absence of any activity in more populous countries. This approach duplicates one used in earlier studies
that analyzed the economic effects of terrorism in Latin American countries and sub-Saharan Africa.[44]
Data on globalisation for each year from 1970 to 2010 were drawn from the KOF Index of Globalization
developed by the Swiss Economic Institute. This comprehensive database has an economic index of
globalisation, a social index of globalisation, and a political index of globalisation for each year. Data
for individual countries for each index were not available for every year, but there were measures for at
least some of the indices for each year. There is also a cumulative index that combined the economic,
social, and political data. This overall index value represents a weighted average for the three indices. The
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individual indices and the cumulative provided measures that reflected the complex nature of the process of
globalisation. The economic index is based on financial flows and trade as well as indications of restrictions
on international interactions. The social index is based on information flows, foreign citizens in residence,
and measures of personal contacts with the outside world. The political index relies on the number of
embassies present in a country, membership in international organizations, international treaties, and
participation in United Nations peacekeeping efforts. None of the indices was based on a single measure;
thus, there was a built-in smoothing function that leveled out any dramatic changes from any single
economic, social, or political measure. The overall index, of course, reflects an even greater smoothing
function since it is based on a weighted calculation drawn from the three indices. The economic index was
weighted 36%, the social index 37%, and the political index 26% for the calculation of the overall index.
[45] Data were available for almost all the Middle East and North African countries except for the People’s
Democratic Republic of Yemen (South Yemen) for which there was no data for the period since it became
independent. Restricting the analyses to these countries alleviated some of the difficulties of previous
analyses of globalisation and increases in political violence by focusing on one region rather than the whole
world (Inclusion of the developed countries in West Europe and elsewhere could be a potential problem.
These countries are the most globalised but the least likely states to face civil wars). The availability of three
individual indices and the overall index value mean that it has been possible to measure the influence of
different forms of globalisation as well as making a more comprehensive measurement. These databases
combined to provide information for a forty year period which provides an excellent opportunity not only
to determine whether globalisation and terrorism are linked but if any effects of globalisation are constant or
whether there were changes that had occurred through time and with different types of interactions.
In the following analyses the basic measure of linkages between globalisation and terrorist activities was
based on a series of correlations between these indices and the standardized measure of terrorist incidents,
fatalities, and injuries. Correlations were run for the economic, social, political, and total globalisation
indices. If globalisation had contributed to outbreaks of terrorism as hypothesized, then there would be
positive associations between the indices and the measures of terrorism. While there could be an immediate
link between globalisation and terrorism, it was also possible that the effects of globalisation might take some
time to develop. As a consequence, the levels of economic, social, and political globalisation in a given year,
as well as the level for the overall index were correlated with incidents and fatalities in not only in the same
year t, but also in years t+1, t+2, and t+3. The tests for lagged effects provided an opportunity to determine
the possible long-term connections between globalisation and terrorism.
Results
If globalisation in its various forms was in fact placing stress on societies in the Middle East and North
Africa, then the number of incidents or casualties would be greater in those countries with higher levels
of interaction with the outside world. There could be possible differences between the effects of economic,
social, and political interactions. Economic interactions have been seen as particularly disruptive to
traditional societies, and it is possible that the analyses of countries in this region could provide support for
this view that economic activities could have a greater impact than social or political ones. It is also possible
that social or political interactions can bring in their wake new (and potentially threatening) ideas and
viewpoints, which could result in increased violent opposition to outside influences.
Terrorism was a major issue in a number of countries in the 1970s. A variety of Palestinian groups were
engaging in activities against Israel and Israeli interests. Turkey was experiencing violence between the
left and right that led to brief military rule beginning in 1971 and levels of violence that became so great
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that another military intervention occurred in 1980. During this decade the Lebanese political system
disintegrated and a complex civil war began. Some distinctive patterns emerged for the region in this
decade (see Table 1). Over half (69 of 120 possible) of the correlations for the social index were significant
ones, including 45 at the a = .05 level. A slightly higher number (72) of the overall index was significant as
well, but not as many were significant at the higher level, perhaps reflecting the lack of association between
economic and political globalisation with the terrorism measures. The political index had virtually no
explanatory power for any of the terrorism variables (only 5 of 120 correlations). The economic index only
had limited explanatory value as well. The economic index of globalisation had the smallest number of actual
observations since data was missing for this index more frequently than for either the social or political
indices. In this period,, the countries that had higher levels of social integration with the outside world were
the ones more likely to experience higher levels of terrorism in the same year and in subsequent years. There
was no apparent difference for the predictive values of any of the three measures of terrorism. Of the three
measures, the number of injuries was somewhat less frequently as a good predictor. This result may reflect
the fact that information on injuries in some attacks was not known, usually in cases where there were bound
to have been some injuries. There was not any real difference in the number of significant associations in year
t, t + 1, t + 2, and t + 3. Interestingly enough, in 1978 and 1979 there were a few indications (high negative
associations) that countries that were the least economically integrated into the world system suffered more
from terrorism.
In the 1980s, the conflict in Lebanon still continued with the associated terrorist violence. The first years also
witnessed the continuation of violence between the left and right in Turkey. In the later years of the decade,
problems were beginning to appear in Algeria that would eventually lead to a civil war situation. Israel and
the Occupied Territories continued to be sites for attacks. The index for social globalisation had by far the
greatest link with terrorism (see Table 2). Virtually every association was significant (114 out of 120). Clearly,
higher levels of social interactions with the outside world are linked with increased activities by organizations
willing to use terrorist techniques. There were no cases in which greater political globalisation was associated
with terrorism in the same or later years. There were only a few cases in which economic globalisation or
the total globalisation index was linked with terrorism. There were actually twelve cases in which there were
negative associations in the other tail of the distribution for economic globalisation. These associations
occurred in the first part of the decade, indicating that there was the possibility that the countries less
integrated into global economy were slightly more likely to be affected by terrorism.
In the late 1980s there were seven such negative associations for the index for political globalisation,
indicating that countries with weaker ties to the outside world might have been more vulnerable to terrorism
or perhaps were targeted because they lacked external support or allies. At least one study found that more
treaty relationships were associated with lower levels of terrorism.[46] The results for this period might
suggest that this would be a possibility. The positive associations on the social index were similar for years t,
t + 1, t + 2, and t + 3. The small number of other positive associations were scattered among the same year or
later years. All three measures of terrorist violence (incidents, fatalities, and injuries) had similar results.
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In the 1990s terrorist attacks were regularly occurring in Israel and the Occupied Territories. In this decade
Algeria suffered through a civil war in which terrorist attacks by dissident Islamic groups were an important
part of the challenge to the government. Turkey was then facing attacks from Kurdish nationalists and a
limited number of attacks by Islamic groups. Many other countries in the region now had to deal with at
least some terrorist attacks by Islamic groups that were challenging what they saw as governments which
were too secular and which had ties with the West that were seen as being too close. The various measures
of globalisation had different patterns in this decade. The social index still had the greater connection with
terrorism but much less frequently than in the past—there were only 21 significant correlations. Most of
these links were in the early part of the decade, indicating that the patterns from the 1980s continued into the
first years of the new decade. Any association of higher social globalisation and terrorism had disappeared by
the end of the decade. There were only a few correlations (four) indicating that economic globalisation could
be linked with terrorism.
Unlike the previous decade there were no indications in the 1990s that weaker global economic ties were
associated with terrorism. There were almost as many correlations for the political index as for the social
index (18), suggesting that greater political globalisation was associated with terrorism–reversing the
negative trend that was the case in the 1980s. During this period, there was no evidence that greater external
political ties had supplied benefits for the countries in question. While the higher associations for the social
index were concentrated in the early years of the decade, the significant associations for the political index
were scattered throughout the period. Given the limited number of higher correlations, it is not surprising
that the overall index that combined the other indices was limited to only seven significant examples. There
was no pattern in terms of whether the significant associations were more prevalent in the same year as
the values for the indices or in later years (t +1. t + 2, or t + 3). All three measures of terrorism (incidents,
fatalities, injuries) performed equally well or poorly in this time period.
In the first decade of the twenty-first century the situation in various parts of the Middle East changed. The
attack on 9/11, of course, changed the views of governments, populations, and dissident groups. The attacks
had some of their greatest repercussions in the Middle East region and Afghanistan. The 2003 US invasion
of Iraq resulted in increased terrorist and non-terrorist attacks by many groups opposed to the US presence,
new governments, or other contenders for political power and influence in the state. Islamic jihadists came
to Iraq from many countries. There were other attacks by Islamic extremists in many other countries in the
Middle East and North Africa. Yemen became a center for terrorism in the shape of Al Qaeda in the Arabian
Peninsula, and Al Qaeda in the Islamic Maghreb was active in North Africa and parts of sub-Saharan Africa.
The results for this decade were quite different from the earlier years. The indices for political globalisation
and social globalisation had no significant associations during the years in question (see Table 4). The index
for economic globalisation had 25 cases of significant associations with terrorism concentrated in the first
half of the decade, indicating that economic globalisation may have had a destabilizing influence in these
years. The overall index had only five significant positive associations in 2001 and 2002.
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What was much more noticeable was the large number of negative associations in the other tail of the
distribution -indicating that countries that were less involved in the global scene were the ones more likely
to suffer from terrorism—or perhaps that there was a feedback loop in which terrorism had weakened the
global ties of some countries that was then reflected in the later associations. It is also possible that the
linkages that came with economic globalisation might help to mitigate the effects of terrorism. Foreign aid,
for example, has been determined to reduce the negative effects of terrorism on foreign direct investment.
[47] The political index lacked any such linkages, but the economic index had nine such negative associations
concentrated in the last four years. The index of social globalisation had 42 such negative associations (all
after 2002), presenting a pattern that was completely different from the 1970s and 1980s when greater social
integration had been consistently linked to terrorism. By the 21st century it became clear that the countries
with lower values were suffering from more terrorism.
In the late 1980s there were seven such negative associations for the index for political globalisation,
indicating that countries with weaker ties to the outside world might have been more vulnerable to terrorism
or perhaps were targeted because they lacked external support or allies. At least one study found that more
treaty relationships were associated with lower levels of terrorism [46]. The results for this period might
suggest that this would be a possibility. The positive associations on the social index were similar for years t,
t + 1, t + 2, and t + 3. The small number of other positive associations were scattered among the same year or
later years. All three measures of terrorist violence (incidents, fatalities, and injuries) had similar results.
The overall index of globalisation had 55 such negative associations indicating that less integrated states had
now become more vulnerable to this type of political violence. It was possible that the global jihadists were
focusing many of their attacks on these states because they might be the ones with the weakest security and
intelligence services. The few positive associations and the much larger number of negative correlations were
present for both the same year and with lagged effects. All three of the terrorism variables had the occasional
positive correlation or the more frequent negative correlations at similar levels.
The shift in the linkages between terrorism and globalisation appeared to occur between 2002 and 2003.
There is always a danger of spurious associations with any analysis of this type but the globalisation indices
are multifaceted in nature, thus limiting this possibility. It is more likely that globalisation may be an
intervening variable rather than a spurious one. As an intervening variable it reflects other factors, but that
is precisely the value of using an index that is created from multiple variables.[48]. One confounding factor,
however, could be the effects of the 2003 intervention of Iraq by the United States and its allies. This change
in 2003 raised the possibility that the violence in Iraq might explain the shifts in the results since it was the
scene of many attacks against non-military targets that qualify as terrorism. As a consequence, the analyses
were run for the years from 2003 to 2010 without Iraq being included in the data set to determine whether
the events in that country were responsible for the reversal in the results.
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Removing Iraq from the analyses did lead to some changes, but not exactly the ones that would explain the
reversal. The correlations between terrorism and the index of economic globalisation remained the same
since Iraq was one of the countries with missing data for this index for these years. There was no real change
in the results for the political index of globalisation as it lacked any consistent associations when Iraq was
removed from the data set. There were no positive associations between the index of social globalisation
with Iraq included, but nine when Iraq was removed from the analyses. Further, the number of negative
associations between the measures of terrorism and this index declined from 42 with Iraq to 12 without Iraq.
This drop in the number was larger than would be expected with the removal of one observation from a
relatively small data set. The nine positive associations, which were similar to patterns in earlier years, were
present in 2003, 2004, and 2005. Although lower in absolute number, the negative linkages appear in later
years.
These changes would suggest that the US invasion of Iraq did indeed have an impact on levels of terrorism
beyond what would be accounted for by globalisation indices. The overall index had a pattern similar to the
social index. There were 15 positive associations in 2003, 2004, 2005, and 2006, but then the pattern changes
to one where there were relatively high negative correlations. The number of overall negative associations
(11) between 2003 and 2010 was much lower when Iraq was excluded from the analyses than when it was
included (52).
Events in Iraq did not directly explain the differences that became apparent a few years into the decade since
they eventually appeared when Iraq was removed from the data set. It is possible, however, that the American
intervention of Iraq by itself or the intervention of Iraq combined with the 9/11 attacks and the overthrow
of the Taliban in Afghanistan resulted in major changes in the context in which terrorism was taking place
in the Middle East and North Africa. Al Qaeda had become less of a hierarchical organization and more of a
network and increasingly relied on a leaderless resistance style of assault in its foreign targeting after the US
intervention in Afghanistan. Organizations linked to Al Qaeda and the ones inspired by it increased as did
actions by individuals who saw themselves as part of the broader global jihad movement. The presence of US
and other troops in Iraq and Afghanistan provided Al Qaeda and other groups with an excellent propaganda
opportunity to mobilize individuals and groups by suggesting that the United States and the West were
openly attacking Islam.[49] It would seem likely that Al Qaeda elements were able to move into some of
the states less integrated into the global system to enhance its chances of survival and to create new bases
after the defeat of the Taliban regime. It would be more difficult for the West to undertake major military
campaigns in these states or provide major support to indigenous military forces than might be the case in
countries with stronger governments and greater links to the global system.
The location for terrorist attacks changed, as a consequence of major changes in the regional political and
military environment that may have placed states less integrated into the global system more at risk.
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Conclusions
The above analyses indicate that globalisation was connected with terrorism in at least some circumstances.
However, that relationship was a nuanced one and it was also one that was subject to change. The absence of
a consistent pattern through time suggests that there is clearly a need for continuing analyses of the potential
effect that the penetration of foreign influences into different regions of the world can have on terrorist
activities or political violence in general. One of the most obvious findings is that different measures of
globalisation can have quite different effects. The economic, social, and political indices had clearly varied
patterns of association. Not all forms of globalisation will have the same impacts and the impacts can differ in
different time periods.
In the 1970s and 1980s, it was clearly the countries with higher scores on the social index that had the larger
number of terrorist events and casualties in a very consistent fashion, indicating that social contacts had been
particularly disruptive in the region (see Table 6). This pattern carried over into the first years of the 1990s. In
the last part of the 1990s and the early 21st century, however, social globalisation no longer had this effect. In
the 1990s there were some indications that increased political globalisation was now associated with greater
outbreaks of terrorist activity. There was only slight evidence that economic integration in the earlier years was
linked to terrorism. In fact, in later years there were indications that countries less integrated into the global
economy were somewhat more prone to terrorism. For the first decade of the 21st century, there was some
evidence that states with greater political ties had begun to experience more terrorism (however, this finding
surfaced only when Iraq was excluded from the analysis). What was generally true for the economic and social
indices and for the overall indices was that by the latter part of this first decade of the 21st century those countries
with lower levels of globalisation were the ones that were more prone to terrorism. It is, however, important
to keep in mind that the overall index was not always a good measure to use since it reflected the differences
between the three components. The social, economic, and political indices at times did have dissimilar results;
thus, the overall index understated the impacts of specific globalisation measures on terrorism. Clearly, analyses
of terrorism and globalisation do need to look at the individual components and not just at the overall index.
In terms of the years and variables used, there was no consistent pattern. The associations for the same years
and for levels of terrorism in one, two, or three years later were generally similar. Associations were sometimes
higher and more significant in the same year, and sometimes were higher or more significant in one of the
following years. Thus, it would be prudent to include some measure of lagged effects in additional analyses
since such impacts may be relevant. At least some aspects of globalisation had long term links with outbreaks
of terrorism. The number of incidents, fatalities, and injuries all seemed to work equally well although one
variable might be clearly linked with globalisation in one year while the other two were not.
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There is greater variability, of course, in the number of casualties that can occur when there are only a limited
number of attacks. The results from the above suggest that it is wise to include all three variables so as to not
miss any associations that might be present. The number of injuries does remain probably the least useful since
there is more missing data on this measure than on the number of fatalities.
The changes in relationships that occurred could result from a number of factors. It is possible that there were
changes in the ways in which globalisation was taking place in the region but these types of variations are
difficult if not impossible to test for. What is also possible is that there was a threshold level for globalisation
effects. The countries in the first decades had been affected to varying degrees by globalisation, but as
countries approached the threshold there were some states more affected, and these were the ones that
now suffered more from terrorist violence. It is possible that eventually all or most of the countries in the
region reached or passed the threshold of globalisation for which societies or economies can be sufficiently
disrupted so as to drive individuals or groups that have been negatively affected to rely on tactics of terrorism.
Under these circumstances, it was the countries that were now lagging behind in terms of globalisation
that began to face the most difficulties. It is also possible that those Middle Eastern and North African
countries that had become more integrated into the system had developed better adaptive mechanisms to
the challenges that came with globalisation. This adaptation would then have been able to reduce the level of
terrorist violence encountered.
A changing international environment and the types of issues that countries have faced could also have
an impact on the different associations over the course of time. In the first decades, much of the violence
involved Palestinians and Israelis. In the later years it involved Al Qaeda and other proponents of global
jihad. Terrorism as a phenomenon was changing from the 1970s to the 1990s and into the twenty-first
century. David Rapoport has suggested that there have been waves of terrorist violence.[50] While not all
groups or incidents fit into particular waves,[51] he did identify broad patterns. Three of his waves came after
World War II—first a nationalist wave, then a wave involving New Left groups in the later 1960s, and finally a
religious wave beginning towards the end of the twentieth century. The ethnic and nationalist wave continued
into the later years with groups like the Basque ETA, the Tamil Tigers in Sri Lanka, and the nationalist
PLO (as opposed to the more religious Hamas). The New Left wave corresponds to the first decades of the
present analysis. The critiques by the left of the failures and problems of global capitalism suggested that
greater integration into the world economic system created significant problems for developing countries.
Integration as noted at the beginning of this article can exacerbate issues of inequality among groups in all
parts of the world. The results from the 1970s and 1980s would have been part of this wave, which may help
to explain why social globalisation was so closely linked to outbreaks of terrorism (although it would have
been anticipated by the left that economic effects would have been more important). The 1990s and 2000s,
however, would have been part of the religious wave represented by al Qaeda and the global jihad movement,
the Sikh uprising in the Punjab, Aum Shinrikyo in Japan, Boko Haram in Nigeria, and Hamas displacing the
PLO in Gaza in the Palestinian struggle against Israel.
The earlier violence had elements of ethnicity and left wing aspirations and lacked religious elements. Given
the different motivations of the groups using terrorism as a technique in different decades, it may not be so
surprising that relationships changed, although it would have seemed likely that leftist ideological violence
and perhaps nationalist violence would have had more links to economic globalisation rather than social
globalisation and that religious terrorism would have been more affected by the penetration of outside ideas.

ISSN 2334-3745

42

October 2015

PERSPECTI VES O N TERRORISM

Volume 9, Issue 5

In future years, events flowing out of the Arab Spring (which was in many ways a manifestation of the
intrusion of foreign ideas and globalisation) and the pushback by groups opposed to change could influence
the pattern of activities. The Arab Spring has provided opportunities for groups willing to use violence to
gain strength in some countries.[52]
In the final analysis the results from the present study were very ambiguous, suggesting that both terrorism
and globalisation are indeed very complex and the relationship between them is doubly so. Additional
analyses are clearly necessary to determine the types and extent of links between globalisation and all types
of political violence, including the possibility of such associations in other regions of the world. It would
also be useful to look at how rapid the changes in globalisation levels have been, but the fact that the indices
rely on multiple variables creates as noted before a smoothing function which inevitably means that for
most countries there is a steady increase in the values, especially for the economic and social indices which
are in many ways the most interesting ones, rather than any dramatic changes from year to year. A different
type of statistical analysis will be necessary as a consequence to test for this possibility which should be an
appropriate topic for future research. A number of other possible intervening or conditioning variables
could have played a role in reinforcing the effects of globalisation or limiting these. These types of exogenous
influences could change over time in terms of their interactions and therefore their impacts. Even so, there
were still strong indications that in the 1970s, 1980s, and early part of the 1990s higher levels of some types
of globalisation were positively linked to terrorism. However, in later years the patterns changed. There is a
very good possibility that the changes reflected shifts in patterns of globalisation, but also shifts in the major
sources of terrorism from ethnicity to ideology and religion, significant changes in the global context, and/
or the responses to changing levels of globalisation. Ultimately, additional research is necessary to better
determine what the links between globalisation and terrorism are. There are obviously temporal differences,
and there could very well be regional differences as well.
The complexity of the relationship between globalisation and terrorism provides limited information that
can be of use to governments seeking to prevent violence. The complexities suggest that great care has to
be used to determine which types of global interactions are potentially dangerous since these can vary over
time. Even if the linkages were clearer, there is little that governments can do about globalisation even if they
desire to do so. The process appears to be virtually inevitable. To date the anti-globalisation movements,
both violent and non-violent, that have appeared to contest the effects of globalisation have been too weak to
effectively challenge the political elites who favor globalisation.[53] While the opposition is likely to continue,
it is unlikely to be able to prevent globalisation, although it might modify some of the negative consequences
that can come with that process.
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