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Introduction:&
Diversity!of!opinions!and!ideas!is!inherent!to!most!societies!and!institutions!and!
fringe!ideas!are!those!that!depart!significantly!from!prevailing!or!mainstream!views.!
Depending!on!the!“oppositional“!nature!of!these!outlier!ideas,!and!the!social!
organization,!activity!and!influence!of!their!adherents,!culturally!distinguishable!
fringe!groups!may!be!harbingers!of!disruption!of!the!mainstream!religious,!cultural,!
social!or!political!status!quo.!This!project!has!examined!the!state6of6the!art!
understanding!and!research!on!social!influence!and!how!fringe!ideas!spread!from!
one!person!or!culture!to!another.!!!Overall,(it(focussed(on(the(persuasive(nature,(
influence(and(propagation(of(compelling(ideas,(the(bases(for(group(receptiveness(and(
trust(and(the(socio7cultural(factors(and(dynamics(critical(to(the(formation(and(
sustenance(of(fringe(groups.(Despite!the!theoretical!and!practical!importance!of!
understanding!these!issues,!there!remain!a!number!of!fundamental!questions!that!
need!to!be!addressed!
!
An!informed!perspective!on!the!roles!of!influence!and!persuasion!on!the!formation!
and!sustainment!of!social!fringe!groups!was!developed!based!on!interactions!with!a!
broad!multi6disciplinary!community!of!recognized!thought!leaders.!!Science!project!
objectives!for!follow!on!research!that!can!broaden!the!research!base!in!support!of!
US!national!defense!were!identified,!developed!and!rationalized.!
!
MOTIVATION&AND&GOALS&OF&THE&PROJECT&&

The current project emerged as an outcome of a series of discussions about the best 
strategy for raising the cumulative “impact” of the Air Force Office of Scientific 
Research’s (AFOSR) research investment into socio-cultural modeling on our 
understanding of the collective behavior of groups, societies and cultures. An approach 
that AFOSR knew would yield high returns involved funding multi-disciplinary 
collaborations between computer and social scientists. Such multi-disciplinary 
collaborations seem to push at the boundaries of understanding and practice in complex 
socio-technical domains in novel and interesting ways.  Hence, the notion emerged of 
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organising!an!interdisciplinary!workshop!where!international!thought!leaders!could!
interact!while!being!pressed!to!identify!leading!researchable!questions!that!push!at!
the!boundaries!of!understanding!and!practice!bearing!on!the!problem!of!Social6
Fringe!Group!Formation!and!Sustainment!

The!goals!of!the!workshop!were!to!develop!an!expert!consensus!on!the!
fundamentals!&!dynamics!underlying!fringe!group!formation!and!sustainment,!to!
identify!leading!researchable!questions!that!push!at!the!boundaries!of!
understanding!and!practice!and!to!formulate!some!disruptive!(i.e.,!transformative)!
strategies!for!acquiring!the!needed!data.!!!

 

Key Theoretical and Technical Challenges 

Based!on!a!detailed!review!of!the!literature,!we!identified!key!theoretical!and!
research!questions!and!issues!that!could!be!used!to!challenge!the!workshop!
participants!and!provide!a!focus!for!ongoing!discussions!and!subsequent!products.!
These!questions!were!binned!into!four!categories!that,!in!turn,!provided!the!
organizing!framework!for!the!workshop.!!These!are!organized!and!listed!below.&
&

• On&the&nature&of&compelling&“outlier”&ideas&
o What!underlies!“attractiveness”!and!“stickiness”!of!compelling!fringe!

ideas?!
o What!is!the!role!of!social6cultural!context!(e.g.!religious,!political,!

socio6economic,!etc.)?!!
o How!do!modes!of!representation!and!conveyance!(e.g.!rumor,!

propaganda,!ideology,!etc)!promote!influence,!aid!persuasiveness!and!
engender!trust!of!fringe!ideas?!

o What!enables!some!ideas!to!go!viral?!
!

• On&recruitment&and&fringe&group&formation&
o What!are!the!personality!and!social!characteristics!of!adherents!that!

increase!their!receptiveness!to!fringe!ideas?!!
o What!are!the!life6cycle!dynamics!of!fringe!groups!as!they!evolve!and!

transform?!
o What!is!the!role!of!“trust”!in!facilitating!commitment!and!

subordination!to!organized!fringe!group!authority?!
&

• On&commitment&and&sustainment&of&fringe&groups&
o What!strategies!and!mechanisms!do!fringe!groups!use!to!re6new!and!

maintain!commitment!to!shared!beliefs!and!values?!
o How!are!fringe!group!dynamics!and!resilience!influenced!by!the!

nature!of!social!linkages!and!organizational!architectures?!
o What!factors!facilitate!or!enable!broader!social!acceptance!of!some!

fringe!ideas!eventually!bringing!them!into!the!mainstream?!
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• On&methods&&&tools&for&study,&analysis&and&prediction&
o What!are!the!options!and!limitations!of!analytic,!empirical!

and!modeling!approaches!to!characterizing,!studying!and!
understanding!the(propagation(and(influence(of(compelling(
ideas?!

o How!can!fundamental!R&D!in!social!sciences!and!
anthropology!provide!value!to!understanding!and!
predicting!fringe!group!behavior?!

o How!can!social!media!be!exploited!as!a!tool!for!understanding!the!
socio6cultural!factors!and!dynamics!critical!to!the!formation!and!
sustenance!of!fringe!groups!

o How!can!data!from!multiple!approaches!(e.g.!field!work,!
surveys,!ethnographic,!network,!modeling,!simulation!and!
case!study!analyses)!be!“viably”!integrated!to!support!
inferences!about!current,!alternative!or!possible!future!
states!of!fringe!groups!

 
From Workshop to Participant Selection 

Our!broad!strategy!was!to!identify!and!assemble!an!inter6disciplinary!group!of!
expert!researchers!and!practitioners!across!a!spectrum!of!the!domains!pertinent!to!
the!nature!and!behavior!of!social!fringe!groups.!The!theoretical!and!technical!
challenges!listed!above!were!used!to!attract!and!solicit!interest!from!“candidate”!
participants!from!whom!the!final!workshop!participants!were!selected.!!

Participants!were!selected!so!as!to!achieve!a!good!mix!of!domain!expertise,!cultural!
perspectives,!and!sage!thought6leaders!vs.!"Young!Turks"!in!the!final!group!to!
assure!stimulating!and!productive!interactions.!Participants!were!selected!from!
twelve!countries!(Australia,!Egypt,!India,!Japan,!Malaysia,!Netherlands,!New!Zealand,!
Pakistan,!Singapore,!Taiwan,!turkey!and!the!United!States).!Table!1!lists!the!domains!
reflecting!the!disciplinary!roots!and!affiliations!of!participants.!Table!2!shows!self6
reported!domains!of!current!expertise!and!practice.!Table!3!lists!specific!research!
areas!in!which!participants!were!engaged!during!the!timeframe!of!the!workshop.!!
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Table 1: Participant Disciplinary Roots 

Primary 
Computer Science (4) 

Information Systems 

Chemistr'y/Biochemistry 

Natural Science 

International Relations (2) 

Social Psychology (4) 

Anthropology (2) 

Cognitive Sciences 

Industrial and Organit:at'lonal psychology 
(3) 
SOCIOlogy (3) 

Counseling Psychology 

Ph ilosophy (3) 

Mathemancs 
Human Fact ors (2) 

Civil Engineering 

Secondary 
Political Science (2) 

Religious St udies 

Psychology, Clinical, Political, Cross· 
Cultural, Social, Quantitative 

Sociology: Cross·cultural (2) 

Communications (3) 

M ilitary Studies 

Economics 

life Sciences 

Table 2: Participant Domains of Expertise 

Psychology, Sociology 
& Human Factors 

Cultural cognition 
Trust. Influence, organitabOnal change 
Interpersonal trust, trust In leaders. ttust 
violations a nd tl'ust , epait 
Pol•tieal and peace psvd'l 
Negotiation, conflict , revenge, forgiveness 
Motiv~tion and cogn•tlon of terrorism 
Militancy, l nsurgenc:v and terrori$m 
Development, pobbcs. mtddlt class & dvd 

society, ethnicity 
• Coalition formation 

Ostncism and social exclusion 
Social identity & shared representations of 

history and ideologies 
• Group & intergroup dynamics 

Middle dass & civlt society, ethnicity 
SociaJ Relations (Ethnic, fthgiou.s, gender) 
Social Values & Survey Research 
HCI & Computer-Supported Coop Work 
Affective Design 
Modeling human behavior In disaster 
management 

Political 
Politics of Islam in Southeast Asia 
lntemaoonat relanons. non-western htstoncat 
legacies a nd rising powers 
Muslim Poht'ics a nd SOC:ial Movements Religion 
and Violence 

Philosophical 
Sodal epistemology 
Philosophy of S&T 
Con.spiraey Th~ries & Rumours 

Computational: 
Info systems & web programming 
Web-scale info management 
Olstrlbvted data-Intensive systems 
Computational Modeling 
Oissemtnadon in Mobile Netwol'ks 
Social netwock methodologies 

Mise: 
Treatment of former ct~ l tic group members & 
their families 
Chemistry, Bioc;hem,life Sc:iences 
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Table 3a: Participant Research Interests 

IDEAS, IDEOLOGIES & INFLUENCE 
How social perspectives. ideas, & beliefs 
become entrenched, perpetuated, and/or 
extinguished. 

How outlier ideas become influential and 
their impacls on social change 

The nature of compelling 'outlier' ideas at 
the sodetal rather than small group level 
Understanding the dominant beliefs and 
ideologies that propel groups towards 
radical ideas. 
Beliefs and ideologies that justify violence 
in the context of intergroup relations 

The science of influence in terms of the 
cognitive, social, and behavioral 
mechanisms that drive influence effects 

Attractiveness of .. fringe" or extremist 
religious ideologies and why some diffuse 
rapidly or "go viral" and others have limited 
appeal. 
Social dimensions of knowledge 

Culture 
How people use informatfon d ifferently in 
d ifferent cultures to make sense of daity events 
in their attribution of causes and decision 
making. 
Cultural transmission of conflict and in 
particular how aspects of culture affe-ct 
transmission o f revenge across social networks 
and time 
Understanding cultural group attitudes toward 
natural and human-induced d isasters. 

Communications & Technology 

Ethics of communication and problems arising 
from expert testimony, li, and the media 
How technology affords the transmission of 
ideas and how these can be computationally 
modeled 

Interest m the influence of augmented reality 
technology on social networks and 
collaboration. 

Table 3b: Participant Research Interests 

Political & Orgcmlzotfonol 

The role t umours play en the transmission of 
information about and from public institutions 
and whether such sources c.an be trusted 
Informal trust networks w ithin organizations 

Determinants and consequences o f trust in 
leaders 

Focus on trust v1olanons and trust repcur e.g. 
how indlvtduals reatt to vsolat'lons and how 
leaders anempt to repair trust after a violanon 

How extremist groups strategically go 
mainstream by exploiting electoral & political 
processes 
Uses of influence and persuasion in 
democratic governance & control of global 
terrorism 
How shared social representations of history 
confer a warrant of legitimacy or h istorical 
entit lement that enables political fringe 
groups 10 thrive in d ifferent societies 

• Public policy that values the potential 
contributions to society of SFGs 

Recruitment & Commitment 
The psychology of radical ization, 
extrem ism and terrorism 

How and why people form coalitions 
Why normal as well as t roubled people 
join deviant and abusive cultic groups, 
why they leave, and how they can re­
orient themselves to mainstream 
society 
Psychological and group dynamics of 
"Cultic groups" and their methods of 
control and manipulation of members 
Psychology of deradicalization 
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Participant Perspectives Surveyed 

Just!prior!to!the!workshop,!participants!were!surveyed!as!to!what!they!viewed!to!be!
the!key!research!challenges!that$might$push$our$understanding$of$influence$and$
persuasion$in$the$formation$and$sustainment$of$social3fringe$groups.$$&The!
responses!were!detailed!and!they!provide!valuable!insights!into!the!views!of!
participants!prior!to!their!interaction!at!the!workshop.!These!survey!findings!are!
outlined!below:!
 

1. Ideas, Ideologies and Influence 
Nature: 
• How!can!we!understand!the!degree!to!which!an!idea!is!genuinely!‘fringe’!and!

not!simply!a!product!of!suppression!in!authoritarian!or!semi6authoritarian!
societies?!!

!
• How!are!social!belief!systems!formed!and!how!do!they!become!entrenched?!

!
• Can!the!causal!power!of!ideas!be!measured!and!predicted?!

!
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Power&to&influence:&
• What!underlies!the!plausibility!and!power!of!rumors!and!fringe!ideas!among!

the!SFGs!in!which!they!circulate?!
!

• How!do!contemporary!influence!theories!(such!as!Cialdini’s!influence!
principles)!hold!up!in!a!digital!world?!We!need!a!science!and!supporting!
theories!to!support!“socio6digital!influence.!

!
• What!are!the!precursors!of!social!action!arising!from!fringe!ideas?!!

!
• When!and!how!best!can!“out6of6kilter”!belief!systems!be!rebutted!with!

minimal!unintended!consequences?!
!

• What!empowers!highly!influential!humans!in!competitive!environments!and!
what!are!the!means!for!sustaining!or!countering!influence!in!a!dynamic!and!
changing!world?!

!
• Why!do!leaders!in!the!“spotlight”!of!a!trust!violation!typically!adopt!

dysfunctional,!self6destructive!trust!repair!strategies,!and!what!are!
alternative!options?!

!
• Elaborate!a!psychology!of!counter6persuasion!

!
!

Transmission:&
• What!cultural!issues!affect!the!power!of!persuasion?!

&
• How!are!ideas!and!memories!that!contribute!to!identity!socially!transmitted?!!

!
• What!can!be!expected!as!a!result!of!emerging!technologies!that!change!the!

nature!of!social!interactions?!
!

• How!do!inter6cultural!communication!processes!and!media!between!
members!and!non6members!of!fringe!groups!influence!the!dissemination!and!
acceptance!of!outlier!ideas?!

!
• Modeling!the!spatial!and!temporal!constraints!of!social!media!on!mass!

persuasion!and!community!formation!to!better!understand!the!bases!of!
short6term!local!effects!vs!longer6term!wide6area!effects!
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2. Recruitment & Formation 
Receptiveness:&
• What!factors!determine!which!people!are!attracted!to!which!fringe!groups?!

!
• What!cultural!issues!affect!the!power!of!persuasion!in!recruitment!&!

formation!of!SFGs?!
!

• What!are!the!needs!and!aspirations!of!people!who!are!socially!excluded!and!
marginal?!

!
• What!types!of!messages!appeal!to!marginalized!members!of!societal!groups?!

!
• What!goals!are!served!by!becoming!a!member!of!a!SFG!and!can!such!goals!be!

served!by!any!other!means?!
!

• Given!attraction!to!a!particular!SFG,!what!factors!determine!an!individual’s!
movement!toward!affiliation!or!away!from!the!group?!

!
• What!indicators!might!enable!early!detection!of!SFGs!in!a!pre6influential!

stage!of!emergence?!
!

Structure:&
• What!is!an!operational!definition!of!“social6fringe!groups”!that!clarifies!

boundary!constraints!and!avoids!bias?!
!

• What!are!the!dynamics!and!constraints!wrt!size,!configuration,!and!level!of!
formality!of!SFG!associations?!

!
• What!is!the!social!structure!that!best!permits!a!fringe!idea!to!be!transmitted!

and!to!become!accepted!more!widely?!!
!

• How!does!SFG!structure!interact!with!individual6level!psychological!
predispositions?!!

!
• How!does!the!SFG!structure!relate!to!the!social!structure!that!best!

disseminates!the!fringe!idea?!!
!

• What!are!the!social!dynamics!of!information/affective!diffusion!within!social6
fringe!groups!

 
 
 
 
!

Communications:&
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• By!what!ways!&!means!is!information!filtered,!understood!and!transmitted!
among!group!members!and!across!constituencies?!

!
• How!do!inter6cultural!communication!processes!and!media!between!

members!and!non6members!of!fringe!groups!influence!the!dissemination!and!
acceptance!of!outlier!ideas!!

!
• How!does!a!tool!like!the!internet!change!the!field!of!opportunities!available!

for!fringe!group!activity?!
!

• What!are!the!roles!of!social!networking!in!the!development,!formation!and!
sustainment!of!social6fringe!groups?!

!
• How!does!social!media!change!the!nature!of!group!interaction!or!the!speed!of!

collective!action?!!
!
• What!kinds!of!people!are!susceptible!to!messages!disseminated!over!social!

networks!and!to!what!extent!is!this!culturally!dependent?&
&

• Understanding!of!the!radical!pathways”!within!educational!institutions,!
cleric/spiritual!leader6disciples!relationships,!or!peer6group!interactions!by!
which!young!Islamic!disciples!are!influenced!and!persuaded!by!radical!
ideology!

!
• What!are!“mechanisms”!and!means!by!which!the!influence!&!persuasion!of!

“hostile”!SFGs!may!be!countered?!
&
3. Commitment&&&Sustainment!
• What!is!an!operational!definition!of!“social6fringe!groups”!that!clarifies!

boundary!constraints!and!avoids!bias?!
!

Cohesion:&
• What! factors! determine! whether! an! individual! will! remain! in! or! leave! a!

group?!
!

• What! are! the! effects! of! individual! motivation,! group! ideology,! and! group!
dynamics!on!“commitment”?!

!
• What! is! the!social!structure!that!permits!a! fringe!group! to!retain!discipline!

and! internal! integrity! and! how! do! individual6level! psychological! factors!
relate!to!that!structure?!

!
• When!and!how!best! can! “out6of6kilter”!belief! systems!be! rebutted! reducing!

commitment!to!and!sustainment!of!SFGs?!
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!
• What! treatment! and! educational! approaches! can! help! fringe! group! leavers!

adjust!to!life!in!the!mainstream?!
!

Communications:&
• What!underlies!the!plausibility!and!power!of!rumors!and!fringe!ideas!that!

support!commitment!to!and!sustainment!of!SFGs?!
!

• By!what!ways!&!means!is!information!filtered,!understood!and!transmitted!
among!group!members!and!across!constituencies?!

&
• How!does!social!media!change!the!field!of!opportunities!available!for!

commitment!to!and!sustainment!of!SFGs?!
!

• What!are!the!roles!of!social!networking!in!the!development,!formation!and!
sustainment!of!SFGs?!

&
Extremism:&
• After!individuals!affiliate!with!a!group,!what!factors!determine!whether!or!

not!they!will!be!persuaded!to!behave!in!ways!contrary!to!their!pre6group!
values!or!to!their!self6interest?!

&
• More!specifically,!what!are!the!root!causes!and!sources!of!militant!ideology!in!

radical!Islamic!movements? 
 

4. Methods&&&Tools!
Field&Research:&
• Data!collection!methodologies!for!field!research!in!remote,!limited!access,!

high!threat!areas!controlled!by!militant!groups!or!in!war!zones&
&

Models&&&Testbeds:!
• Representing!and!reasoning!about!context!and!meaning!in!computational!

models!
!

• Modeling!SFG!formation!and!growth!from!a!dynamic!network/trust!
perspective!

!
• Development!of!deep!structural!syntactic!models!that!move!beyond!semantic!

analysis!of!surface!features!of!ideologies!to!a)!distinguish!between!
potentially!violent!and!non6violent!groups!sharing!similar!doctrinal!
propositions!and!b)!ID!individuals!and!groups!surreptitiously!promoting!
violence!without!participating!in!it.!

!
• Design!of!information!systems!that!engage!and!veritably!capture!the!

contextual!feelings,!judgment!and!opinions!of!extremists!!
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!
Analysis:&
• Metrics!to!support!early!detection!of!fringe6groups!at!a!pre6influential!stage!

of!emergence!
!

• Reliable!&!valid!metrics!to!support!SFG!research!design!and!data!
interpretation?!

!
• Individual!and!group6level!measures!&!analyses!to!study!the!cultural!

cognition!and!dynamics!of!radicalization!
!

• Identification!of!patterns!of!leadership!and!influence!in!fringe!groups!that!are!
unorganized!social!movements!

!
• Measuring!and!representing!complex!patterns!of!relationships!among!fringe!

and!mainstream!groups!
!

• Measuring!and!representing!how!SFGs!may!appear!different!depending!on!
the!“issue!of!the!day.”!

!
• Computation6based!detection!and!temporal!analysis!of!the!artifacts!and!

evidence!of!influence!and!persuasion!in!massively6scaled!socio6
computational!systems!

!
 
Workshop Organization and Process 

The!Workshop!took!place!in!Kuching,!Malaysia!on!the!island!of!Sarawak!during!
February!19622,!2012.!Table!4!shows!the!organizing!framework!of!the!Workshop.!
Participants!were!assigned!to!one!of!four!working!groups!(Ideas,!ideologies!and!
influence,!Recruitment!and!Formation,!Commitment!and!Sustainment!and!Methods!
and!Tools)!each!of!which!was!focused!on!the!key!theoretical!and!technical!
challenges!outlined!earlier.!

The!workshop!utilized!a!modified!sandpit!design!where!participants!could!easily!
mix!and!form!productive!relationships!that!could!lead!to!new!and!novel!insights.!!
The!members!of!the!working!groups!were!encouraged!to!self6organize!and!to!
narrow!or!broaden!the!stated!challenges!as!necessary,!in!order!to!capitalize!on!the!
experience!and!perspectives!of!the!group!members.!The!four!working!groups!
progressed!through!a!series!of!three!working!sessions!over!the!course!of!three!days.!
Session!1,!the!“Cognitive!Mixer”,!was!a!baselining!exercise!where!group!members!
could!introduce!themselves,!present!their!perspectives,!and!build!relationships.!
Session!2,!“Innovative!Challenges!promoted!divergent!thinking!and!challenged!the!
group!to!push!past!the!limitations!of!current!ideas,!concepts!and/or!strategies!in!the!
domain.(Session!3,!“Research!Priorities”,!promoted!convergent!thinking!and!
challenged!the!group!to!identify!and!describe!R&D!options!likely!to!push!the!states6
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of6the6art!of!understanding$of!influence!and!persuasion!in!the!formation!and!
sustainment!of!social6fringe!groups.!!Following!each!working!group!session,!all!
participants!met!in!a!plenary!session!to!share!and!advance!their!ideas!for!going!
forward.!The!intent!was!to!facilitate!self6organization,!energetize!interactions!and!
value!outcomes.!!The!next!section!represents!selected!insights!that!emerged!from!
discussions!in!each!of!the!working!groups.!

 

Table&4.&Organizing&Framework&

  

 

 

 

WORKING GROUP DISCUSSIONS 
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All!work!groups!agreed!that!the!study!of!the!behavior!and!dynamics!of!social!fringe!
groups!(SFGs)!is!important.!!SFGs!are!a!pervasive!social!phenomenon!that!induces!
negative!and!positive!societal!change.!The!promotion!of!an!open!civil!society!
necessitates!the$balanced$management$of!inclusiveness!and!tolerance.!!The!
challenge!is!in!achieving!this!openness!without!undermining!it.!!!Hence,!the!question!
of!how!an!open!society!can!both!protect!itself!and!allow!room!for!alternative!visions!
of!civil!society.!!Dynamism!in!Society!often!comes!from!the!fringes,!so!a!better!
understanding!of!effective!constructive!policies!that!enable!benevolent!social!
change!and!avoid!disruptive/destructive!actions!is!needed.!!!

Ideas,&ideologies&and&influence&
The!work!group!agreed!on!a!working!definition!for!“fringe!ideas”!as!those!that!
challenge!the!mainstream,!are!identity6based,!demonstrate!a!tension!between!
“universal”/common!features,!and!are!relative!and!context6specific!with!respect!to!
time/place!and!minority/majority!relations.!!“Universals”!may!involve!struggle!(i.e,!
intellectual,!political,!violent),!are!persistence!and!need!to!be!anchored!and!
reinforced,!even!if!only!through!everyday!practices.!!How!a!given!ideology!
influences!the!success!or!failure!of!a!fringe!group!in!most!certainly!context!
dependent.!!One!Hypothesis!suggested!is!that!those!Ideologies!anchored!in!notions!
of!shared!values!and!collective!memories!are!likely!to!have!wider!appeal!than!novel,!
alien,!or!futuristic!ideas.!!Hence,!the!emergence!of!some!ideological!SFGs!is!likely!
primed!by!specific!historical!circumstances.!!The!relationship!between!fringe!ideas!
and!social!movements!needs!further!study.!!For!example,!there!is!a!complex!role!of!
identity!present!in!all!fringe!ideas!motivated!by!grievance!or!opportunity!
affordances.!Their!acceptance!and!promotion!involves!social!risks!though!some!of!
these!ideas!may!eventually!move!into!the!mainstream!as!they!acquire!adherents..!!
For!fringe!ideas!to!succeed!they!need!to!be!affirmed!and!repeated!and!the!lifecycle!
of!fringe!ideas!likely!involves!repeated!activations,!deactivations!and!reactivations.!!
!
Recruitment&and&Formation&
SFGs!were!characterized!as!those!collectives!that!challenge!the!mainstream!with!
their!desire!to!impose!change.!This!often!entails!representing!something!offensive!
or!intolerable!within!the!mainstream!that!may!lead!to!actions!of!consequence!or!
conflicts.!Fringe!groups!have!leaders,!structures,!engage!in!recruitment,!
development,!strategy!and!tactics,!and!are!operationally!concerned!with!sustaining!
their!membership!and!their!trust!in!core!values!of!the!group.!!SFGs!vary!in!available!
resources!and!sophistication!in!their!use!of!rumor!and!propaganda!distributed!by!
word!of!mouth,!print!and!digital!media.!!Influence(tools(and(methods(useful(for(
organizing(and(recruiting(are$commonly$available$on$the$internet.$$Some$evidence$
exists&that&financial&backing&of&some&SFGs&is&provided&by&external&agencies&that&
stand&to&benefit&from&destabilization)of)the)mainstream.!
!
!
!
Commitment&and&Sustainment&&
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By!definition,!SFGs!connote!a!degree!of!deviancy!from!the!mainstream.!!This!
deviation!may!be!narrowly6centered!on!some!religious,!political,!cultic,!cultural!
beliefs!but!be!otherwise!consistent!with!other!cultural!norms.!!Commitment!to!a!
given!SFG!is!characterized!by!some!demands!on!time!and!a!sense!of!exclusivity!of!
membership!and!enlightenment!reinforced!by!a)!interactions!with!gurus!and!
mentors,!!b)!obligations!and!duties,!!investment!of!self!and/or!other!resources,!
sacrifice!and!commitment!through!rituals.!Sustainment!involves!maintaining!
individual!and!group!commitment!over!time!and!maintaining/defending!the!core!
ideas,!beliefs!and!values!of!the!movement.!!It!includes!boundary!control!(i.e.,!
proselytizing!versus!defending);!implied!cost6benefits!analysis!where!benefits!are!
equal!to!status,!significance!and!social!connectedness,!whereas!cost!are!equal!to!loss!
of!autonomy!and/or!loss!of!options.!!Exit!costs!(e.g.,!ostracism,!personal!danger,!
supernatural!fears)!must!be!kept!high!whereas!exit!benefits!(reconnecting!and!
reclaiming!lost!options)!must!be!perceived!as!low.!!Other!issues!for!sustainment!are!
defection,!succession!of!leadership,!and!group!splintering!and!ideological!schisms!!
of!beliefs!and!values!(i.e,!the!maintenance!versus!breakdown!of!“Warrants!of!
Legitimacy”).!!!
!
The!social!structure!of!SFGs!is!adaptive!in!ways!that!can!enable!sustainment!in!
competitive,!non6receptive,!or!antagonistic!environments.!!For!example,!social!
structures!may!be!centralized!versus!diffuse!(e.g.,!hierarchical!vs.!distributed/flat);!
and!may!include!succession!plans!in!the!event!of!leadership!removal!or!
decapitation.!Last,!the!extent!to!which!institutional!channels!can!invite!or!suppress!
fringe!group!behavior!is!likely!dependent!on!the!contextual!public!trust!in!
institutions.!
!
Methods&and&Tools  
Improved methods and tools are needed to aid the empirical study and analysis of the 
behavior and dynamics of SFGs. Key challenges to research noted include standard field 
research methods pertinent to SFGs particularly in dangerous contexts, common data 
coding systems, missing data, data accuracy and reliability and the need for integration of 
methods from different disciplines such as a meta-language (i.e., that establishes a 
common vocabulary that translates across case studies or applications). 

Numerous constructs for which data and methods standards are needed include dynamic 
networks, trust, feelings, judgment and opinions, pre-influential stage of emergence, 
cultural cognition, radicalization (i.e., dynamics), leadership and influence (i.e., 
identification of patterns), influence and persuasion. Some candidate methods for 
application to the study and analysis of SFGs were discussed by the WG.  These included 
deep structural syntactic models, network pattern analysis including event stream analysis 
and temporal analysis, automated scene analysis, lexical analysis, discourse analysis, 
sentiment analysis and approaches to embedding these in computational models capable 
of processing heterogeneous sources of data.  
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CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS 

The pre-workshop survey responses and the results of the working group discussions 
suggest some overarching observations. First, different disciplines have different 
perspectives and people involved with real world problems have rather different views 
from theoreticians addressing abstractions and/or simplifications of reality. It is very 
difficult to approach the full reality of complex socio-technical systems with a purely 
axiomatic approach. 

Despite these differences – or perhaps due to these differences -- creative insights and 
ideas emerged from synergies across varying perspectives. Nowhere was this more 
evident than when groups having disparate perspectives attempted to develop an 
integrated formulation of a research problem and a recommended approach to this 
research. An outline follows of the research proposals developed at the workshop. 

 

Ideological Responsiveness of Fringe Groups to Individual Motivations  

This research is centered on building an understanding of (1) what kind of ideologies are 
appealing to whom and what is the motivation basis of their appeal? (2) Determining 
whether ideology matters as basis of political action and (3) Determining what makes a 
given ideology effective and (4) How likely are different individuals to live up to 
ideological requirements?  To address these issues data will be collected and analyzed to 
determine (a) The collective resonance of the ideology. i.e.,  its anchorage in cherished 
values and collective memories; (b) The individual resonance of the ideology. i.e., 
responsiveness to individuals’ needs and motivations; (c) The capacity of the ideology to 
motivate action. (d) Ways of imparting ideology in terms of communication and 
persuasion (i.e., implicit and explicit techniques). (e) The content and structure of 
ideology, in terms of content, rigidity of its boundaries, and how tightly coupled specific 
beliefs are and how they are embodied in social practice.  The approach will employ a 
combination of top-down ad bottom-up approaches. Specifically, a broad set of 
propositions will be developed that are lower level components that can be configured 
within ideological systems of meaning and a taxonomy of Islamic ideologies that 
incorporates both textual and live sources will be devised.  The degree of match or 
discrepancy between textual and lived ideologies/ propositions will suggest testable 
hypotheses regarding match and mismatch (e.g., commitment & sustainment, relative 
deprivation, hidden agendas, etc.) and should illuminate the relationship of different 
institutional modalities or domains for the expression of ideology and ideologically 
driven behavior. 

The actual data collection will include (a)  translation and content analysis of texts 
(including video, web search, computerized linguistic analysis, parliamentary debates, 
policy statements); (b) Identifying collaborative and negotiable elements versus rigid and 
incommensurable elements; (c) Structured Interviews; (d) Personality Profiles; (d) 
Ethnographic observations; (e) Quantitative Surveys; (f) Developing simple propositional 
statements representing different ideologies and fringe groups from the content analyses; 
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(g) Persuasion & Counter-persuasion Experiments in different Contexts. The data 
obtained through these techniques will be analyzed via “Multi-level Network Analysis” 
to investigate the inter-relational between fringe groups and ideology, identify relations 
between different fringe groups (level 1), Identify relations between ideological elements 
(level 2) and to identify cross-level relations between fringe groups and ideological 
elements (both textual and lived). 

 

Understanding the Nature and Dynamics of Social Fringe Groups: The Basis for a 
Unified Fringe Psychology 

There is a great need to understand the commonalities among different fringe groups 
from different domains and across time (e.g., scientific fringe groups, terrorist groups, 
social movements such Eugenics, Nazism, etc.).  A model of universal types of variables 
that underlie the emergence and sustainment of SFGs needs to be developed.  This would 
likely include some characterization of enabling conditions (e.g., crisis, void, great 
societal uncertainty, deprivation, etc.), whether core ideologies have their basis in extant 
societal and historical discourse, the nature of the group and its available resources (is the 
group identity based or not?), the societal mainstream ideology against which the fringe 
group is contrasted and how strong is it, and societal mainstream resources that can be 
brought against the fringe groups. Construction of such an integrative understanding of 
fringe groups would require a theoretical integration based on multiple disciplines that 
help to identify through a top down fashion the types of variables that need to be coded in 
cases. A large comparative case study (over 100+ cases) would be needed in order to 
identify the dimensions on which the cases vary. These cases would be coded and then 
sorted into categories for their underlying dimensions using such techniques as MDS  

Once this is accomplished, it would then be possible to be able to examine the trajectory 
of fringe groups based on particular characteristics.  For example, we theorize based on 
dynamical systems theory that fringe groups that are born in crisis and tremendous 
societal uncertainty and that have very large material resources and an idea that has 
historical basis in societal discourse and that started with a fringe idea that was only 
moderately different than the mainstream would have large success. Other life cycles 
could be identified through MDS that took much longer to take hold and the conditions 
that characterized their groups. This technique could also be used to predict the lifecycle 
of fringe groups in the future given their situational conditions.   

 

Understanding Hackers & Crackers 

Computer hackers are indviduals who exploit computer weaknesses motivated by a 
multitude of reasons, such as profit, protest, or challenge. Types of hackers include 
“White hats” (i.e., people who claim to be “good" hackers) and “Black hats” (i.e., evil 
hackers or “crackers”.  The Problem is how can we understand (a) the behaviors of IT-
hackers and crackers; (b) Dynamics aspects of their communications (e.g., Information 
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flow, Information dissemination, etc.) and (c)  conditions enabling the formation of the 
fringe group.  The importance of this problem is lined to threats to privacy and security.  
It is proposed that data on the behavior, attitudes, motivations, communication styles of 
hackers and crackers be collected by structured interviews and that based on this a 
simulation test-bed be developed on which simulated and real hacker/cradker networks 
could be systematically studied. 

 

Reconfiguring the Nation: Contesting History and Identity in a Globalizing World 

In a globalizing world where access to information has proliferated, we are increasingly 
bearing witness to heated contests over national identity and trajectories in non-Western 
nation-states whose nation-building projects are often less than a century old.  These 
debates, though divergent in substance due to the unique context in each country, display 
striking similarities such as revisionists’ invocation of historical legacies, both real and 
imagined, to legitimize their attempts to reconfigure national identities and trajectories. 
The goal of this project emanates from the insight that by comparing the structure of 
these debates, the strategies and tactics employed, and patterns of coalition-building and 
shifting across what are substantively extremely divergent cases we can generate building 
blocks for theorizing contests over national identity in the ‘second wave’ of nation-
building in the non-West.  Several national cases for “Process-Tracing” and  “Inductive 
Theorizing” are proposed: Turkey; Indonesia (Jojakarta); New Zealand.  This research 
could, in turn, provide the basic theoretical framework for a subsequent large-N study 
(e.g India, Brazil, Iran, China, Russia, South Africa, Egypt, Mexico, S. Korea). 

 

Study of Social Fringe Group Formation Processes: Crystallization vs. 
Transformation 

This proposes to use case study analysis to characterise SFG formation processes.  The 
first step is to build a representative/near-exhaustive sample/catalogue of international 
SFGs which use judgments by expert raters to track existing groups moving to the fringe 
and to detect and identify new crystallizing groups that are still forming identities. 
Criteria for classification will include both qualitative and quantitative estimates of 
relative frequency of crystallization versus degeneration processes and estimates of 
mainstream support (e.g., through bankrolling of small groups). Social fringe groups 
operate under (perceived) threat (i.e., awareness of being seen as posing a challenge to 
the mainstream).  Several Lab-based group formation studies, under simulated conditions 
of majority threat are proposed leveraging on pre-existing identities (e.g., groups from 
rival universities put under pressure to self-organize). 

• Studying recruitment 

– Methodological assumption: Continuity between (clear) mainstream, ‘less 
mainstream’, periphery, special-interest, and fringe groups 
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• Testing assumptions and mechanisms by studying more accessible 
groups (rather than most extreme – and l!Questionnaire/survey-based, 
causal models, qualitative analysis, field experiments,  
lab-based approach 

• Field experiments by tracking members of actual fringe (or peripheral) 
groups, and their beliefs: 

• Study contrast between ‘crystallized’ and ‘transformed’ groups 

• Meta-analysis of case studies 

•  east accessible – cases) 

– Hypotheses (1)  

• Compare different social, political, historical contexts, ‘real-world’ 
experiments (e.g., post-Arab spring countries, Iraq, U.S.) 

• Context rather than actual diachronic studies 

• Look at distribution between transformed and crystallized groups 

• Societies with democratic/pluralistic traditions may have same 
number of fringe groups, but more transformed groups; 

• By contrast, (post-)totalitarian societies may have relatively 
more crystallized fringe groups (although not necessarily more 
FGs in total 

– Hypotheses (2) 

• Difference in magnitude, type and processes of polarization? 

• Transformative FGs have a history of polarization 
Crystallized  FGs start off by bringing together members with 
fairly homogeneous off-mainstream views 

– Challenges! 
• Cataloguing of (existing) fringe groups for purposes of expert rating 

seems feasible 

• Making case studies commensurable, using simple metrics 

• Lab studies: Premised on validity of the binary classification of FGs 

• Tracking members (and their beliefs) over time, in field experiments: 
difficult 
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APPENDIX A: Program Agenda 
 
 

Interdisciplinary Workshop on 
Influence and Persuasion in the Formation and Sustainment of Social-Fringe Groups 

 
Kuching, Sarawak, Malaysia 

19-22 February 2012 
 
SUNDAY, 19 February 2012 
 
14.00  Main Registration (Secretariat room, Mendu room)  
 
MONDAY, 20 February 2012  
 
07.45  Late comer Registration (Secretariat room) 
08.00  Welcome by Halimahtun Khalid (Ballroom III) 
08.15  Workshop (WS) Introduction & Objectives by Kenneth Boff 
08.45  Self-Introductions 
10.00  Break 
10.15  Presentation: From Mainstream to Radical Fringe: How Ordinary People Become 

Terrorists by Arie Kruglanski 
11.00  Presentation: Rumour, Gossip, and Conspiracy Theories: Communicative Pathologies 

or Cases of Epistemic Dependence? by Axel Gelfert 
11.45    Working Group (WG) Organization 
12.15  Lunch Break 
13.30  Presentation: From indigenous rights to Estonian street riots to Islamic terrorism: 

Representations of history and religious ideology as warrants of legitimacy for fringe 
groups by James Liu 

14.15  WG Session (1): Cognitive mixer exercise: Perspectives and positions on    provocative 
issues  

15.30  Working Break 
16.15  WG Reports and Plenary Discussion (Ballroom III) 
19:00  Social Networking: Workshop Dinner (MV Equatorial, Kuching Waterfront) 
22.0 ! End!of!Day!1!
 
 
TUESDAY, 21 February 2012  
 
08.30  Presentation: From Periphery to Centre: The Rise of 'Ottomanism' in Contemporary 

Turkey by Nora Fisher Onar 
09.15  WG Session (2) Transformative Concepts: (Divergent Thinking)  
10.30  Working Break 
10.45  WG Session (2) continued 
11.30  WG Reports and Plenary Discussion  (Ballroom III) 
12.30  Strategic Pause 
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13.00  Lunch Break 
14.30  Technical Tour (Sarawak Cultural Village) 
18.30  Social Networking: Tour Dinner (Buntal Village) 
22.00  End of Day 2 
 
 
WEDNESDAY, 22 February 2012  
 
08.30!! Presentation:!Beliefs,(Ideologies(and(Support(for(Political(Violence(by(Purnima(Singh!
09.15  WG Session (3) Research Challenges  
10.30  Working Break 
11.30  WG Reports and Plenary Discussion (Ballroom III) 
12.30  Break 
13.30  Presentation: Modeling Fringe Groups in Muslim Societies: Indonesian Examples by 

Mark Woodward 
14.15  Discussion:  Directions for Future Research 
15.30  Break 
16.00  Options and Opportunities for Next Steps 
17.00  CLOSING REMARKS 
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APPENDIX A: Key Presentations 
 

1. From Mainstream to Radical Fringe: How Ordinary People 
Become Terrorists by Arie Kruglanski 
 

2. Rumour, Gossip, and Conspiracy Theories: Communicative 
Pathologies or Cases of Epistemic Dependence? by Axel Gelfert 

 
3. From indigenous rights to Estonian street riots to Islamic 

terrorism: Representations of history and religious ideology as 
warrants of legitimacy for fringe groups by James Liu 
 

4. From Periphery to Centre: The Rise of 'Ottomanism' in 
Contemporary Turkey by Nora Fisher Onar 

 
5. Beliefs, Ideologies and Support for Political Violence by Purnima 

Singh (Ommitted) 
 

6. Modeling Fringe Groups in Muslim Societies: 
Indonesian Examples by Mark Woodward 
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FROi\11 IAI STREAM TO 
RAD ICAL FRi r G E : 

~·. 
H OW O RDI ARY PE OPLE 

BECOME T E RRO RIST S 
lm lr~ Kl'l(f!,lanski + .\Iichele Ce!fand 

{ 'mnrsi(J' of , \Ia~J•Iand 

A PLAY 1 J THREE ACTS 

•:• ACr 1: A Concepcion of Fringe Phenomena 

•:• ACT II : t\ Theory of "!'ringing" (Radicalization) 

•:• ACr Ill: F.mpirical Support for the Theory 
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ACT I : t\ CO JCE PTIO OF 
F RI G E PH ENOi\ I E~A 

•!• Fringe Periphery, De,·iation from Center 

•!• Pcrt.>tins to Dcnam \'icws and Actions 

•!• Rclati\c \'iew of Deviancy: Poim of Reference Problem 

•!• The Asch Conformity Study: Insight into Fringe 

Phenomena 

J\ CT 1: A CO CE PTIO O F 
F RI GE PH Er O MENA 

•:• I low to maimain fringe beliefs 
in face of majority opposition ? 

•:• 75% of conformity (at least on 
one trial) against unanimous 
majority 

•:• D rop to 5-10% in presence of an ally 

•:• Fringe views and actions require 

group support 

I - l I C 

·----·----.-.,..__ --····-...,__ .. ..... -........ -. 
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ACT 11: H O\'(' D O O RDI ARY P EO PL E 
BECO~I E TERRORISTS? A THEORY OF 

RADlCALIZATIO ' 

•:• J\cuons (but also Beliefs!) arc ~ !ocivatcd: They are Goal Dri,·en 

•:• Acuon and Beliefs arc means to Some Goals: They arc ~!oci,•atcd 

•:• \'\hat Goals arc Scncd by Radical (Fringe) Beliefs? 

•:• In What Sense arc Radical Beliefs Means to Those Goals? 

WHAT GOALS ARE SERVED BY 
TERRORISM J USTIFY! G BELIEFS: WHAT 

MOTIVATES THE TERRORISTS 

•:• A 1-'ltmdry l.ist of 1\lotivations: llonor, Trauma, Religion, 

llumtli:uion, Sugma, Feminism, Perks of Paradise 

•:• ;\ Deeper Level Goal: The quest for Significance 

•:• Prior psychological notions (cffcctancc, competence, mastery, 

a chic' em em, com rol) 

•:• Attainment of wh:u the g roup culture sars is wonh attaining 
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A\'\'i\ 1 E ll JG THE Q UEST FO R 
SI G IFICA 1 CE 

•:• ignificance Loss 

•:• Opportunity for Significance Gain 

lG IFI CA CE LOSS 

•:• Personal Conflict-Related (loss of lo,·ed ones in 

enem} hands, rejection, humiliation. 

•:• Personal Conflict-Unrelated ( de,;ation from 

group norms, f:ulure ro li\·e up ro expectations) 

•:• Social Identity Related 
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Group Grievance and Humiliation: 
A Tool in AI-Qaeda Propaganda 

•Jihad in Algeria today is YOUR hope with 
permission from Allah in redemption from 
the hell of the unjust ruling regimes whose 
prisons are congested with YOUR youths and 
children if not with YOUR women; [regime] 
which thrust its armies, police, and 
intelligence to oppress YOU, for which they 
opened the doors to punish YOU .. So join 
YOUR efforts to theirs, add YOUR energies to 
theirs ... and know that their victory is YOUR 
victory .. Their salvation is YOUR salvation .. " 

Abu Yahya a I Ubi 

Threat of Significance loss (the Japanese 
Kamikaze) 
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THREAT OF SIG TJ FICAr CE 
LOSS (T HE JAPA ESE 

KAr-.fl KAZE) 

•:• "I find it so hard to lea,'e you behind ... I want to 

be held in your arms and sleep ... [yet] AU men born 

in Japan arc destined to die fighting for the country. 

You have done a splendid job raising me tO become 

a honorable man .. " H ayashi l chizo, tokkotai pilot, 

died in m ission on February 22, 1945 

l G l FlCA CE G Al 

•:• "self anointed indi,iduals 

\\~th larger than life callings and 

\\~th insmiablc urge to usc 

catastrophtc :macks... to write a 

new chapter in 

history" (Sprinzak, 2001) 
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SOCIA LI ZATI O l r TO 
MA RTYRD OM 

(SI G I FICA CE G Al ) : 

•!• 1-lizballah's "lmam al-lllahdi Scouts, range in age from 8-16, 

number in rhe tens o f thousands, and are indoc trinated with 

the ideology of radical Iranian Is lam. 

•!• According to Ruz al Yusuf the objective is: 

"to train high caliber Islam ic generation of children who 

would be willing to sacrifice themselves for the sake of 

Allah (awlad is tishhadiyyun). 

Socialization into martyrdom 
(significance gain): 

Hezbollah scouts wearing uniforms and carrying plastic rifles 
in a parade on the anniversary of the outbreak of the second 
(AI-Aqsa) intifada (Mohamed Azakir/Reuters, September 27, 
2002} 
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TI ~ RRORIST ID EOLO GY AS MEA S 
PROVIDER (SUGGESTS THAT 

T E RROR! l\ f IS MEAt S TO GREAT 
IGNlFICA CE BOOST) 

. . 
•.• gncvancc 

·:· culprit (the enemr responsible for the grievance) 

•:• method (terrorism) 

•:• Ideology provides the '"rhyme and reason" for terrorism 

•:• Po nrnys 1errorism as means to significance 

THE ROAD TO TERRORISM: A 
TRAJECTO RY FROM QUEST 
ARO USAL TO SUPPO RT FOR 

MARTYRDOM 
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ACT 111: THE EJ\IPIRICAL 
EVID EN CE 

STUDY l: PERSO lA L FAILURE 
r\ D COLL ECTIVISM 

•:• Sui"\'C} with rcpre<entati,·e samples from Egyp1. Indonesia and 

Paki<tan 

•:• Panacapant< r:uc the c.xtcnt to which they had c.xpcricnccd personal 

succcs~ m thcar h\·c~ 

•:• Panicapant< <elect whether they identify primarily as members of 

thcar nauon. thcar rdigion or as individuals (Items embedded in a large 

unrclate<l <UI"\'C}') 
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<~ P2mc1p.1n1-< Rcponmg 

Loucr Succt'\ Tend ~lore 

co Self ldcnnn· >< 

:\lcmber< of C<>llccri' 1ric< 

{National o r Rd•~:•ous) 

f-IGURE l: 

., 
*) lt.S 

8 (.) u 
~ 

(/) us .. 
c u 
0 
f! w 
C> 
n. ... 

lndMdual Religion Nalional 

Primary Identification 

ST U DY 2 

•:• Participanrs completed a language tesr (said w be 

a good predictOr of future academic and career 

success) 

•:•Ther received success or failure feedback 
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r i G URE 2 

<· Paruc1p:tn1s 10 Padur~ 

Condiuon <cored 
lu~:hcr on the 
JOJc:rdcpcndcncc scale 
1han panicipam< in 
1 he Success cnndninn 

Success 

riGURE 4 

v Puuc1pJ..m' 10 
mtcrdcpendcnt 
cnndttmn ~o~ 
~~~mfic;and~ lu" c;r 

on <C2le 01 dc:uh 
an.x~cty th-an 
p.:aruup~m~ sn tht: 

mdcpcnden1 
conduion 

3.6 
3.5 

t3.4 
]3.3 
..::3.2 
53.1 
Q 3 

2.9 
2.8 

Interdependent 

Failure 

Independem 
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-> PJ.mc•p.lm~ tn che 
(;ulurt condmon 
~nr«l h1~h~r nn 1h~ 
mctrdcpc.:ndtnce --.c:alc 
and lower on lllC~ 
andcpcndcne< sc:Uc 

r lG URE 3 

5.1 

5 
!j 
c ~.9 

~u 
fr 4.7 

"E 4.6 

" c 4.5 -
Success 

STUDY 4 

Failure 

.;, Participants randomly ass1gned to one of two conditions and 
ask~-d lt> cucle pronouns 1n an essay (procedure fashioned after 
Br~·wcr and Gardner, 1996). 

·:. Participants 10 the 10dependent condition circled personal 
pronounced (e.g., I, me, my). 

·:· Participants 10 the inrerdependem condition circled imcrpersonal 
pronouns (e.g., we, us, ours). 

·:· Participants complered a self repon scale of death anxiety 
(femplcr, 1970). 
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<0- p~ 10th~ 

IOU:rtk~ndtnt 

condmon .. 21ppn):3ch •• 
dtloth related u·ord~ 
mort" qwckl), .1nd 
"avo1d" th<:n"' m()~ 

~lowl)- than 

panicapanh m the 
mdc:pcndcnt 
ccmciiU()I'I, 

FIGURE 5 

Independent Interdependent 

STUDY 6: COLLECTIVISM A 0 
UPPORT FOR TERRORISM 

•!• Internet sun·cy in 12 i\r:tb Countries, PakisCUl and 

lndonc<ia 

•!• P< asked of the)· odcnufy primarily as members of their (a) 

n:~uon, {b) rehg10n, (c) as mdovodu:tls 

•!• Ps asked four quesuons concerning their support for 

Yiolcnce agaonso ei\·ilian citizens from the United Stares 'md 

Europe. 
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•!• P;amup~m' who 
pnrrunl~ 1denut)· :1~ 
mcmbcn of nl.nnn or 
rch~1nn n'lnrc lalood~ 10 

~uppon tcrron~m rh:.n 
p3rt1C'IJ>;&Ot< wh6 

1dc:-nut) :as and1\ 1du:.l~ 

<0- Pd.n1c1pant' who "uppon 
cullcc;nn~uc 'rt'hJ..JUlU~ or 
n;auonal) ~toal~ ~upporl 
tcrron'm more th:1n 

p2MIC1(»01~ \\ ho \Upport 
mdJ\ KfuaJJ,UC ~u;aJ, fur thc1r 
choldrcn•· 

FlG U RE 6 

E I.S ., 
·;: us 
e lA • 

.;!. 
• 1.35 

e 1.3 
;: 

125 8. 
Q. 12 
~ 1.15 

Individual Religion National 
Primary ldemification 

FIG URE 7 

E 2 
·1:1.95 
0 :: 1.9 
~1.85 
~ 1.8 
~1.75 

~ 1.7 
~1.65 

1.6 
lndivodual Religion National 
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TUDY 8 

o0> 96 nule paruc1p:uus (a~= 19.39) were recruited for:~ Srud,- on 

Rch~on and ~tndcm Issues. 

o P< completed the Eurin<ic >nd Intrinsic Religion SctJe (.\Upon & 

Ro•<. 196"). 

<> Tilen. P~ ·were r.:mdomlr 3~~if_'1led m one of rwo perceprwJ u.~ks: 

I ) nc01 r.ll1magc,.. 

2) sexual•m•!.''" 

Sexual Images Neutral Images 
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FIGURE 8: SEXUAL G U ILT ACROSS 
EXP E RIMENTAL CONDITIONS 

(N = 96) 

141) 

us 
- 130 

J 125 

;; 120 

~ 115 
110 

105 

Low lmrin<tc 

ltt'hAIOU" ~lon\'anon 

l ligh Intrinsic 
ltchgmuo;; ~lotJ\-arion 

• l"eulr.allnu~~ 

• Sexual Images 

FIGURE 9: SUPPORT FOR 
MARTYRDOM ACROSS 

EXPERIMENTAL CONDITIONS 
(N = 96) 

• ~eutnl lmagr"S 
• Sexuol Image< 

Low Intrinsic High Intrinsic 
Religious Motivalion Religious Motivation 
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Figure 10: Intrins ic Religious M otivation 
to Support for M artyrdom Mediation Model. 

19.49' 

lnuinoic Relij;inus 
Motn .. Oun 

x! = 5.36,p = .25, CFI = .95, ~ISEJ\ = .09 

CO CLU SIO 

•:• l·rin~c Groups Form Around Dc\i:tnt Ideas \\-ith Action 

lmpuc:uiom 

•!• Such Idea~ 3od t\crions are :\leans ro Individuals' Goals 

•:• \ Pre Ermncm Goal of :\[ember< of Fringe Groups is to 

Restore, :\lamL~m, or . \ugmcm Their Sense of Personal 

Sagmfioncc. 
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Rumour, Gossip, & Co.: 
Communicative Pathologies or 

Cases ofEpistemic Dependence? 
t=====---0-· --- --·-=····:...:..::· ===I 

DR. AXEL GE LFE RT 
(ASSl PROFESSOR. DEPT OF PHILOSOPilY 
ASSOCIATE FELLOW, TEMBUSU COLLEGE 
ASSOCIATE. ASIA KESii ARCII INSTITUTE) 

NATIONAL UNIVER S ITY OF SINGA P ORE 

20 FEBRUARY 2012 

KUCHING, SARAWAK 

Social Epistemology 
·-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-···-· 0 -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-··· 

• Departure from classical (individualist) epist emology 
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Social Epistemology 
~--··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-···-· 0 -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-··· 

'Social epistemology is the study of the social dimensions 
of knowledge or information. There is little consensus, 
however, on what the term "knowledge" comprehends, 
what is the scope of the "social", or what the style or 
purpose of the study should be.' 

Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy 

• The testimony of others is a social source of knowledge: 
direct reliance on others 

Indirect epistemic dependence 
~--··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-···-· 0 -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-··· 

• Dependence on the coverage-reliability of one's social 
environment 

Embedded in epistemic routines: Subscribing to newspapers, 
checking trusted online news sources, relying on friends and 
colleagues for updates on ongoing developments 

Success depends on coverage-reliability of one's community 

' ... our dependence on others for what we know and justifiably 
believe outstrips our reliance on their testimony.' (Goldberg 
2010) 
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Beliefs and 'coverage-support' 
~--··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-···-··-······-··-····-·()-··-······-·--·-··-···-··-···-··-··-·-·-··-··-···i 

• Beliefs may be underwritten by simple reliance on one's 
social environment: 'coverage-supported beliefs' 

Beliefs and 'coverage-support' 
~--··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-···-· () -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-··· 

• Beliefs may be underwritten by simple reliance on one's 
social environment: 'coverage-supported beliefs' 

• Coverage heuristic 

'If things were different from what I believe them to be, 
I would have heard about it by now.' 

Epistemic value of the coverage heuristic depends crucial ly on 
prevalent conditions in the subject's social environment 

Failure of coverage-reliability: disrupted pathways of 
communication, extreme bias or polarization 
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'Pathologies of testimony' 
~--··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-···-· 0 -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-··· 

• Communicative practices- rumour, gossip, & co.- which 
look like testimony, yet which 'invite moral and epistemic 
suspicion' (Coady 2006) 

Assumption: Underlying the institution of testimony are norms of 
assertion 

• Harmless example: Smal l talk (norms of truth-telling and 
relevance are partly suspended) 

• Rumour and gossip: Typically presented as true 

The received view on rumours 
t:=:=::====-···-··-··-···-··-···-··-··-···-···-· 0 -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-··· 

Immanuel Kant 
'The intentional spreading of something that detracts 
from another's honour- even if what is said is true ­
diminishes respect for humanity.' (italics added) 
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The received view on rumours 
·-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-···-· 0 -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-··· 

Immanuel Kant 
'The intentional spreading of something that detracts 
from another's honour- even if what is said is true ­
diminishes respect for humanity.' (italics added) 

An observer of U.S. American political life 
'So many absurd and contradictory things are said 
that it becomes necessary to renounce any opinion 
founded on rumors and admit only that which is 
approved by the strictest good sense and the most 
rigorous moderation.' 

The received view on rumours 
·-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-···-· 0 -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-··· 

Immanuel Kant 
'The intentional spreading of something that detracts 
from another's honour- even if what is said is true ­
diminishes respect for humanity.' (italics added) 

Louis Moreau Gottschalk, pianist (1862) 
'So many absurd and contradictory things are said 
that it becomes necessary to renounce an opinion 
founded on rumors and admit only that which is 
approved by the strictest good sense and the most 
rigorous moderation.' 
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Defining 'rumour' (1) 
~--··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-···-· 0 -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··· 

• Whereas 'the basis of gossip may or may not be a known 
fact, the basis of rumor is always 
unsubstantiated.' {Rosnow & Fine 1976) 

• A rumour is 'a specific {or topical) proposition for belief, 
passed along from person to person, usually by word of 
mouth, without secure standards of evidence being 
present.' {Allport & Postman 1947) 

• But: 
'unsubstantiated' ~ 'unreliable' 
' absence of secure standards in general' 
~ 'no basis in fact in a specific case' 



! 45!

Defining 'rumour' (2) 
~--··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-···-··-······-··-····-·()-··-······-·--·-··-···-··-···-··-··-·-·-··-··-···i 

Rum our is hearsay that is ostensibly propagated 
and presented as informative- whether explicitly 
as hearsay or not - and that cannot presently be 
verified, or refuted, by independent sources. 

The reliability of rumours 
·-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-···-· () -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-··· 

• What percentage of rumours are true? 
16.2% (study using data from a phone hotline during a campus strike) 

nil % (Sinha 1952, Prasad 1935)- negligible 

43% (Financial rumours, as reported in WSJ's 'Heard on the Street' 
column) 

80% (Studies in established organizational settings; Davis 1972, 
Marting 1969, Rudolph 1973, Walton 1961) 

>90% (Study of workplace rumours; DiFonzo & Bordia 2007) 

• Theodore Caplow (Study of World War II rumours): 
'Every major operation, change of station, and important 
administrative change was accurately reported by rumor before 
any official announcement had been made.' 



! 46!

HE - ---

Variability and filtering 

IIIUI'UI 
IWll"' -IIIIPIIO 

'"'""' Alllllllllll 

........ 

f·-··-··-··-···-··-··-···-··-··-··-··-··-··-···-···-·()1~~:·-··-··-··-···====~ 

• Two kinds of reliability 
(1) Reliability as a measure of I ruth content of a rum our 
(2) Reliability of the transmission process 

Possibility of error in transmission may cor·r·upl content. 
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Variability and filtering 
f·-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-···-· 0 -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-··· 

• Two kinds of reliability 
(1) Reliability as a measure of I ruth content of a rum our 
(2) Reliability of the transmission process 

Possibility of error in transmission may cor·r·upl content. 

• But: Possibility of filtering 
'If you hear a rumour, it is not only prima facie evidence that it 
has been thought plausible by a large number of people, it is 
also p7·imafacie evidence that it has been thought plausible by 
a large number of reliable people. And that really is prima 
facie evidence that it is true.' (David Coady 2006) 

Affective factors and informational cascades 
f·-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-···-· 0 -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-··· 

• Cass Sunstein et al. 
'An informational cascade occurs when people with incomplete 
personal information on a particular matter base their own 
beliefs on the apparent beliefs of others.' 

-7 Unwarranted amplification 

• Other sources of unwarranted amplification 
Source credibility bias: Equating stJ·ength of belief with 
credibility of the source 

NB: polarization! 
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Group sense-making 
~--··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-···-· 0 -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-··· 

• Tamotsu Shibutani (Improvised News, 1966): 

Rumour is 'a recurrent form of communication through which 
men caught together in an ambiguous situation attempt to 
construct a meaningful interpretation of it by pooling their 
intellectual resources.' 

A Malaysian example (December 2012) 

·-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-· 0 -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-·-··-·-··-··· 
lO FOCUS -. ...... ,_ .... 

The 'oily man' strikes fear 
lhc !>UpemaMal phenomenon purJ)Or tedly terron~ng KalliP\IIlll L•ksam•n•rn Gombak t>as rallied the resrdents to 
Sl.lnd togother In ~fence of the voung grrls rn lhetr community. 
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I ..... ·~· .,.."'., .. "" 
lUSt 

It was crawling up 
the stairs of the 
house, just like - 1' in Spiderman. When P. n p 

UMl££ dent it reached the 
top it suddenly >t.1lkd 

I cost· jumped onto the roof.l don't 
b<tn think a human could do tbat. 
~or -r.IIO'Wf 
b<tn 
'post bowbng ntarby. 

• ZUi then~ out hiS phonttD sbow ph<>-. ; ,., . . ...... -

But in a way this orang minyak episode has 
been a blessing in disguise for the residents of 
Kampung Laksamana 

Man observes that the slight "tension" 
between the supporters of the different politi­
cal parties has disappeared in the past few 
days. 

"Everybody is helping one another out. 
Everyone is together as one," he says. 

-Who 
I'O<ldtt -heoldll\ 
I'O<ldtt 
thestd 

Alml 
moldt• 
lionu 
bomo/1. 
•!most 
tbo ... 

lbol 
<lilY .. 

1d> 
"'Y';'l 

The Sunday Star, 1 January 2012 
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Sense-making vs. the pursuit of coverage (1) 
~--··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-···-· 0 -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-··· 

• Sense-making driven by affective factors, known to 
detract from reliability 

Also: Often in the form of urban legends (cf. Ol'ang min yak) 

Sense-making vs. the pursuit of coverage (1) 
~--··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-···-· 0 -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-··· 

• Sense-making driven by affective factors, known to 
detract from reliability 

Also: Often in the form of urban legends (cf. Ol'ang min yak) 

• Better model: Shibutani's Improvised News 
'Unsatisfied demand for news - the disc1·epancy between 
information needed to come to terms with a changing 
environment and what is provided by formal news channels­
constitutes the crucial condition of rumor formation.' 
But goes on to relate rumours to states of 'collective emotional 
excitement' ... 
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Sense-making vs. the pursuit of coverage (2) 
~--··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-··-···-· 0 -··-··-··-·-·-··-··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-··· 

• Rather than highlight social tensions and affective 
factors, acknowledge that in information-deprived 
social environments with little coverage-reliability, 
rumours may transmit information that could not 
otherwise be had. 

Rumour becomes an expression of a wider 
phenomenon of epistemic dependence. 

The dual role of rum our 
~--··-··-··-··-··-·-··-··-··-···-··-··--··-··-···-·0-··-··--··-·--·-··-···-··-···-··-··-·-·-··-··-···i 

• (1) Rumours address an informational (not necessarily 
emotional) need of a community. 

• (2) For the (external) analyst of rumour, the presence of 
rumours can serve as a diagnostic tool for the perceived 
lack of coverage reliabil ity - and, by extension, lack of 
trust in public sources of information - in a community. 
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From Indigenous rights to E stonian 
street riots to Islamic terrorism: 

Representations oj'history, Social 
Contracts and Rehg_ious Ideology as 

Warrants ofLegitimacy 

(fllltU •o• ,.,,.~uo 
(t.OU·(¥11\•tr.t UUU(M 
·~,., ................ _ 

Professor James I I. Liu 

Email: jamcs.liu(a vuw.ac.nz 

Centre for Applied Cross-Cultural Research 

School of Psychology 

Victoria UniYersity of Wellington, New Zealand 

Warrants of Legitimacy for Society 
• German political philosopher Dolf 

Sternberger writes: "Legttimacy is the 
foundation of such governmental power as 
is exercised, both wtth a consciousness on 
the government's part that it has a right to 
govern, and with some recognition by the 
governed of that right." 

• Legitimacy is both the ultimate and the 
most human form of power because it 
derives from consent and a sense of moral 
rectitude. Therefore it does not require 
excessive monitoring. It is self monitoring. 

• Legitimacy is the basis of hegemony as 
distinct from tyranny. Critics describe it as 
"Manufacturing Consent" 
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Societal 
Content inflects 

Psychological 
Process 

"The rule of virtue can be comJ?ared to 
the Pole Star which commanas the 

homage of the multitude of stars without 
leaving its place. " 

Confucian Warrant of 
Legitimacy: 

• Historyrfradition 
-Conservative 
-Sacred Ritual that does not 
~peak of t he Gods but derives 
!Tom them and It (Heaven) 

• Religion 
-Ritual observances rather than 
theology 
-Contltcian Ethics (relational) 
and Morality 
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"Hear, Israel, the decrees and laws I declare in your 
hearing today. Learn them and be sure to foLlow them. 

The LORD our God made a covenant with us .. .It was not 
with our ancestors that the LORD made this covenant, but 

with us, with all ofus who are alive here today. " 

Biblical Warrant of 
Legitimacy 

•Religion 
-as the Word of God 
-for J cws, treated as and 
debated as law 
-for Christians, add 
salvation theology of the 
New Testament 

• Social Contract 
-between God and his 
people 

To unaerstan.d political power aright. and derive k9m it ils origin. 
we must COJISlder what estC/le all men are natural{;' m, and that 1S, a 
stCife of pe1fec/ ji·eedom to order their actions. and dispose of !heir 
possessions and persons as they lhink fit, wilhin the bounds of/he 
law o.fNlllure, withou/ asking leave oi· depending upon !he will of 
any other mcm ... For mall !he states of created 5emgs. capable of 

laws, where there is no law tl1ere is no freeaom. 

Liberalism's (&Locke's) 
Warrant of Legitimacy: 

• Social Contract Theory 
-Rule by Law & by Reason 

• Religion or History Not 
Requ1red 
-Bel ief in Universal Human 

Rights 
-Derived from the European 

En! ightenment 
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Functions of the Warrants 
• Histqry:. Dynamic 

Contmmty 

• Religion: Bounded 
Moral Community 

• Social Contract: 
Negotiated 
Process Anchors 

Three Warrants of Legitimacy 

• History/Tradition: Why is this so? Because 
our forefathers made it so. We were here first. 

• Religion: Why is this so? Because God/the 
Gods made it so. God(s) ordered it so. 

• Social Contract Theory: Why is th is so? 
Because we reasoned it to be for the best of all 
ofus. Liberty, Equality, Fraternity. 

• 4th Basic Warrant: Genealogy (Monarchy) 
• 51h: Science 
• I claim these are the ultimate and most human 

bases of power, and constrain or fac ilitate the 
rise and fall of fringe groups in society vs. the 
mainstream (Representational Content) 
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Relative Deprivation & Social 
Identity Theory P.rocess Model 

PredictiOns 
Defined as "the conscious experience of a negative 

discrep~nc~ between legitimate expectations and present 
actualtt.es' . 

Crosby ( 1976) specified that the availability and feas ibility 
of alternative outcomes coupled with a feeling of 
entitlement to and lack of self-blame for faihng to 
obtain desired' outcomes were necessary and suificient 
for the experience of relative deprivation. She 
sub.sequently reasoned that among these, a sense of 
entitlement was most essential. 

Tajfel & Turner ( 1979) concur that the perceived stabi lity 
and legitim.acy of the social system are the preconditions 
for preventmg social compet1t10n between groups. 

~Fuelled by Inequality and made by Social Comparison 

'Pheoretical Model for 
Warranting Societal Legitimacy 

Pt:ocea: 
§cda) 

r-=---,..,...---, compllrillo111 
Structural/ r=-.,..-:---
Grotp-Based Relative 
INE<!UALITY t DEPRIVAT 

Warrants of ~ 
LEGITIMACY .............,-

Conteat: 
ll&tc[rY, 

~~llltnd 

Power inside and 
outside Society 

~ 
Political 
PROTEST& 
Institutional 

ION CHANGE 
········· 

····~ Incarceration/ 
CRIME 

Institutional 
Channels & 

Actions 
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Three Case Studies 
Case 1 : The Indigenqus (Maori) post-colonial 

protest movement m New Zeafand 
Alternative & overlapping warrants of legitimacy 

in NZ from History and from a Liberal Social 
Contract provide alternative & overlapP.ing 
yisi9ns. for society within a set of British liberal 
mstltutwns. 

10 MOST IMPORTANT EVENTS IN NEW ZEALAND HISTORY 
ACCORDING TO GENERAL SAMPLE OF MAORI AND 

PAKEHA/NZ EUROPEANS (Uu, Wilson, McClure & Higgins, 

1999 
L Muun()\.._)71 _j ~'ukcb.\ iN· 9-li 

1'rt-••r I'll Walnnt l ~4· .. 1fflll)' of Wt ilans:l ..... 
'· TbtL .. dWa~ Js•r. \\'01"-lW~, .... 
)= .\IIHlri/f';)l) 11td:u1 A n h ·•l """ l. ,\l aflriJI'•I~ nu la n Aninll 4 1'" .. 

,_ 
Eur9pn11Arrl•-al ""' ' Eurupu• 1\ rth·al ...... 

,_ 
World\\'1101 ,.,., s. 1'bc 1 .... d W1r.• JS", 

,, Wunk"ft sSwflt.,~ I'J":i •• W11mcn ,.Sqft"N.(f ,.... 
7. Colo-.illll.ion 16! .. 7. Afm·al of hni<:J Cool: lS"'i> 

,_ 
F..diiCihM AC'I fQ.~'··d f'l'l)- ""' f'"fiiOnlu l lo n ,, ... 
\ 'tdJnj! li.:.: (dutliiJUil. 1klkp~n 1-' ~• 

•= N1. bccomcd 1hi:kp.ondcnl W it ... , .. "" 1'91U ~pr1•~tMt ·rour 

MuUct War.JM"<tcn rnb.:!' z.~· .. 

•= NZ C'iO\•cmmt nl fllfmrd 14• .. 

' 1 1931 Sprills:bok Tour H•. l 1 r 
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ffreaty ofWaitangi layered on top 
of British Political Institutions 

T~eaty. of Waitangi. as 
H•stoncal Foundation of 

ationhoo 
Westminster Institutions of 

a nee 

How well have Maori and Pakeha/NZ Europeans 
honoured the Treaty of Waitangi? 

• 
' 

m4 .. 
& ' : 
"' ' 

0 

lblspondent 
Bhnldty 

• M:~or l Honour 

0 P;U:eh a Honour 

Student Sample 
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'C • 

: ~ 
RespOI'\d•nt 

Bhnleity 

• Meori Honour 

0 Pakeha Honour 

General Sample 
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Implicit Associations with Symbols 
of National Identity 

At the symbolic level (TAT), Maori and Pakeha 
are BOTH part of the national identity 

,....,.. w . M;)ori 
New Zeo\a~t$ 

C NZ PabhiJ p;a.rticip.anb 

SS'NZ 11acw1 p:attkiparm 

.NZ M~n pa;.rtidpr.~nta. 
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NZ accommodation between History and 
the Liberal Social Contract: Symbolic but 

not Resource-Based Equality for Maori 

NZ has a set of adaptations to manage the 
fundamental inequalities between settler 
and indigenous society that are impressive, 
but sti II less than ideal. 

IfNZers are all so equal in principle, how is it 
that Maori form 16% of the total population 
and 50% of the prison population? How is 
it that Maori die 8 years younger than the 
NZ average? 

Symbolic Accommodation: Support 
for Biculturalism in Principle ( 4.9/7) 
• Maori language should be taught in all New Zealand 

schools 
• The New Zealand national anthem should be sung in 

both Maori and English. 
• New Zealand should be known and seen as a bicultural 

society, reflecting an equal partnership between Maori 
and Pakeha. 

• If New Zealand were to change to a republic, then the 
Treaty of Waitangi should be used as a foundation for 
our constitution. 

• New Zealand should embrace it' s cultural diversity. 
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More Support for Liberal Social Contract of 
Equality & Opposition to Resource-Based 

Biculturalism (5.7/7) 
• We are all New Zealanders, and no one ethnic group should get 

special privileges. 

It is racist to give one ethnic group special privileges, even if they 
are a minority 

• I feel that although Maori have had it rough in past years, they 
should still be treated the same as everyone else. 

No one group should be given privileges on the basis of ethnic or 
racial background 

• I find the idea of giving priority or special privileges to one group 
appalling, minority or otherwise 

Historical Negation as a Legitimizing Myth for 
peans (Sibley, Liu, Duckitt, & Khan, 

2008 

Grk\'a~ for~~ inju:sz~~ should b.! n~rosni:ad and due ro1lfi!ns:ttion 
offlrtd to the d~-see!llhtn.s aflhof:t Willi .suffmd !rotnsu.ch irtjulilice~. (r) 

N(Y.' Lcala.nd bw needs to mognil.c- that ttrtlin cthntc mi.no~ies h:i\'C be-e-n 
treated unfuly in tbt paM. l'oopk bclongtng to tho~ groups sbould be enlltk:d 
to cenain b(>ocfits Mid COfll'm~uion. (r) 

I beiX'~ tblll.should t;l!.:~ ~rt in the <"flOru to hdp «pair tlx d:m~g(' tootbrD 
~~~ b)• c~rl tC"r gmcr•tiou.s ofpc;~pk- from my cthttic group. (r) 

We :u :t n:uion h:l\'t 3 r~poll(ibilil ) th:tt set that dllt stulemelll i~offerOO to 
M:t~>1i 1n c<m1l\-nsation for P'l-1 injl.l)ljc-c:,, (r) 

We should no• b:t.w 10 p:ty for W mmake.s: of our 3tK'CSiots.. 

We sho111d all mov<' on a.s one mtion a.nd ro~ct abo..n Jl'lSl diffncncrs ;and 
confticts lxtwC'fn C'thnic group$. 

11 i;: I rue: tl1.11 l'll.1n)' lhing' h:!l~l~'W'd 1\1 ~hori p(.'4.111le in 1ho: I>:N 1ha1 .,.hould 1'101 
haw b:1pptncd. bul U j) unfJil' 10 hold CUI1C'nl W?lk.'l';\lil)llS (}( p~J.:tlu."N7, 
F.urope:ul" .M.x:ou.n!:al.>lc fuJ thins~ 1h:!t h:1ppeno:d lJoO ~'n$ :•go. 

Ptopk who wcrm' ~~:round in pR\'ious ccmurics: should no1 f~l attowtabk fur 
cbt a~:ions oftbtir ltl\'tstors. 
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Maybe not racist, but it does maintain 
NZ European privi lege through policy 

preferences denying the impact of the past 

~ Symbolic Inclusion, Resource-based 
lnequality, Institutional Accommodation, 

Neo-Liberal Economics 

• Maori as a whole over-represented on negative 
statistics, but also highly symbolic of natiOnal 
identity. Represented in Parliament (Maori seats); 
Govt- Ministry of Maori affairs; Corporates- Treaty 
Settlements; Policing- Maori wardens, 

• Cofl:tel'l?porary History of Pe?ceful Protest & . . 
InstitutiOnal Change + Maon over-representatiOn m 
Crime (but no political violence) 
);> 197 5 Bastion Point March, 197 5 Treaty of Waitangi Act 
);> 1981 Springbok Tour & Protest, 
);> 1985 Te Reo made an Official Language ofNZ 
;;... 1992 Te Papa - bicultural design for National Museum 
;;... 2004 Seabed & Foreshore Act, 2011 Repealed 
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Liberal Model of Pluralistic Influence: 
Smoke but generally no Fire 

Tiihoe Nationalism: 
the "Face of Maori Radicalism" 

Simulated Land Confiscation of 
1863-7 
"Welcomes" Waitangi T ribunal to 
Ruatoki 

r.: ..--.-... 
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Commander Tame Iti : Symbolic 
Violence of Shooting NZ Flag Operation 8 Pol ice pre-ern_ptive strike 

against "Tuhoe Terror": Tit-fo r-Tat 
Spiral of Decline in relations w Govt 
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N.Z Summary: Symbolic 
Accommodation + 

Pressure Release Pluralism 
Historical Warrant from Treaty and Liberal 

Social Contract contest to produce societal 
discourses such as Symbolic and Resource­
based biculturalism and Historical Negation to 
manage influence. 

Inst~tutioJ?.al Changes allowjng_ exception.s to 
Liberalism provide Maon elite, both tnbal and 
otherwise, with significant voice. 

Creation of multiple identity positions for Maori 
as Maori. Inter-marriage does NOT produce 
full assimilation because of bicultmalism. 

No ceiling for Maori achievement, but over­
representation at bottom. Dynamic & 
Contested, but not Volatile or Violent. 
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Case 2: Russian Post-Communist 
Bronze Soldier Riot in Estonia 

Polemical Representations of Communist Era Histoty 
produce conflicting Hist01ical Warrants of Legitimacy for 
Estoma. 

Estonian Social Contract claims to be liberal, but has no 
§pecific means of institutionally accommodating its 30% 
Russian minority. It has a. language tes.t for citizel')s.hip, 
and some long-term Russtans 111 Estoma are not cttlzens. 
Gini Coefficient is 31 (&dropping) compared to NZ's 34 
(and growing). Very Htgh incarceration rate (259/ lOOK). 

2007 Removal of Bronze Soldier commemorating Russian 
soldiers in WW2 resulted in 2 days of riots where 1200 
(mainly youth) were arrested. 

PhD Thesis ofLarissa Kus (2011) 
Both Qualitative and Quantitative 
studies 

Chma 
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Soviet Era and Post-Communist 
Historical Warrants for Estonia 

Soviet Era 
Estonia voluntarily joined the 
Soviet Union in 19.>9, then was 
conquered by the Nazis 
Estonia viewed as being 
liberated from Nazis by the 
Red Army in the course of 
WW1I. 
Russians designate battle 
against Nazis as the Great 
Patliotic War, disti net from 
WWII 

Independent Estonia 
Illegality of the Molotov­
Ribbentrop Pact signed in 1939 
with Germany by which 
Estonia was forcefully 
incorporated to the Soviet 
U11ion. 
Russians as colonizers and 
conquerors, not liberators 
Independence in 1991 a 
restoration of the first Republic 
of Estonia. 

The Bronze Sold ie r i.n T allinn Commemorating 
Russia.ns in the Great Patriotic War 

Sold ier was removed in 2007 at night (to less P.rorninent 
location) by Estonian government spa r'king a riot with 154 
injuries & l death. I ,2UO peop le were arrested and 
si,gnificant damage was done to the capital city. 
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Russian Historical Discourses 

"Bronze Soldier - it is a 
monument for the Red Army men 
who fell at the liberation of 
Tallinn from the Gcm1an fascist 
army. In 1944 the Red ArmY. did 
not tight with any country, she 
I ibcraled Europe from tcrnblc 
plaglle. Transfer of the 
monument - this is mockery of 
the remains of the Soviet 
soldiers, violation of the memory 
of millions of our fathers and 
grandfathers. It was not the 
monument that was sto len, btjt 
the memory, and this is ho ly. ' 

"Eston ians try to impose on 
Russians morally that f)lcy were 
occupiers of this land. 

" ... even Isaac Asimov has not 
seen greate r fiction." 

Estonian Historical 
Discourses 

"They have been taught history 
that does not have information 
about the war between Russia 
and Estonia ... in our history it is 

" very present. 

"The e lder generation of 
Estonians does not fmd 
interaction 'relaxing' as 50 
years of occupation l:ias been 
tiring for them." 

"Most of the Russian 
Estonians' lack the abi lity to 
look back at the events of the first 
half of the las t centljl)' (WW !l) 
soberly and calmly. 

Russian and Estonian Identity 
Positions after Power Reversal 
Estonians: Denial of Injustice, Perceived 
Threat, Assimilationist Policy 
Russians: Contemporary Injustice, 
Discrimination, Call for Fa1rness 
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Estonian Summary: Smoke & Fire 
Contemporary ( 1991) Power Reversal after 50 

years of Soviet rule Qroduces alternative 
Historical Wanants for the Estonian State that 
prod~,~ces il_lten~e Relative Deprivation for 
Russian mmonty. 

Rampantly Polemical Discourses. 
Defensive Orientation from Estonian majority does 

not allow for accommodation of Russian 
minority interests in terms of language & 
citizenship. No biculturalism, but an 
assimi lationist policy with majority rules. 

Few institutional pressure release valves. 
Nearby Russian media & government have added 

fue l to the fi re. 
Estonia has EU protectio~ but shares a Volatile 

Situation within many tU countries. 

Warranting_ Societa~ Legitimacy 
1n Eston1a 

Power inside and 
outside Society 

Scdal Political Pt:ocea: .(!. 
r=---,..,...----,compllrillolll PROTEST & 
Structural/ r-::R,-e-=-la-.ti-ve-----, v~ Institutional 
Grotp-Based DEPRIVATION ~ CHANGE 
INE(.lUALITY t ····· 

" 

1 1f·~ 8~J1r:~~IV 
Warrants of ~ Assimilationist 
LEGITIMACY .............,-L-_ ___..:P~o~l i~ci:.:.cs;;.._,.<!'l-' 

Coateat: 
Hlstoey, 

~~llltnd 
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EurQPean "Failure of Multiculturalism" 
="Failure of Assimilationism" from a 

NZ/Canadian perspective 
"The riots bothered me a great deal, on two counts. FiJst, 

notbiJlg really has changed. Some kids at the bottom of the 
ladder are deeply a lienated, they've taken the message of 
Thatcherism and BlaiJism and the coalition: what you have 
to do is hustle. Because nobody's going to help you. And 
they've got no organised political voice( no organised black 
voice ana no sympathetic voice on the eft. That kind of 
anger, coupled w1th no political expression, leads to riots. I t 
always has. 

The second point is: where does this find expression in going 
into a store and stealing trainers? This is fhe point at whicb 
consumerism, which is the cutting edge of neoliberalism, 
bas got to them too. Consumerism puts everyone into a 
single channel. You're not doing well, but you're still free to 
consume. We're all equal in the eyes of the market." 
-Stuart Hall 011 the 2011 London Riots 

Case 3: Indonesian Sacred Violence & 
Terrorism: The Religious Warrant 

Christian Smith ( 1998) identifies six elements that reveal 
religious strength I) Adherence to beliefs; 2) Salience of 
faitfi; 3) Robustness of faith (lack of doubt)· 4) Group 
participation; 5) Commitment to mission; 6} Retention and 
recruitment of members. He cone) udcs that "modern 
American evanoelicalism enjoys a religious vita lity ­
measured socioTogically - that surpasses every other major 
Christian tradition in the country". 

American Evangelical ism "thrives on distinction, e ngagement, 
tension, conffict, and threat". 

Subcultural Identity TheOtJ': "Religion survives and can thJive in 
P.luralistic, modem society by embedding itself in subcultures 
that offer satisfying morally orienting collective identities 
which provide adherents meaning ana belonging .. . In a 
pluralistic society, those religious groups win be relatively 
stronger which better possess and employ the cultural tools 
needed to create both clear distinction ti'om and significant 
engagement and tension with other relevant outgroups ... " 
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Pancas]la: Founding 5 Principles for 
Indonesian state (1945) 

1. Belief in the one and only God (in Indonesian_, 
Ketuhanan Yang Maha Esa). In committee tlus was 
Belief in Almighty God with the obligation for its 
Muslim adherents to cany out the Islamic law/Syari'ah­
"Ketuhanan dengan. kewajiban menjalankan syariah 
i slam bagi peme1uk-pemeluknya" 

2. Just and civilized humanity (Kemanusiaan Yang Adil 
dan Beradab ). 

3. The unity oflndonesia, (Persatuan Indonesia) 
4. Democracy guided by the inner wisdom of unanimity 

arising out of del iberation (Kera~atan Yang Dipimpin 
oleh Hikmat Kebijaksanaan, Dalam Permusyawaratan 
dan Perwak.ilan) 

5. Social justice for all of the people of Indonesia 
(Keadilan Sosial bagi seluruh Rakyat indonesia) 
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Special Forum of Asian Journal 
of Social Psychology 

Harndi Muluk & Dhyah Madya Ruth, 
University oflndonesia 

ldraharnsyah Putra & Zora Sukabdi, 
University oflndonesia 

Mirra Milla, Faturochman, & Djamaludin 
Ancok, Gadjah Mada University 
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Interviews with Convicted Tenorists: 
Globalized Religion Trumps Nationalism 

"After seeing fi lms of Muslims in Palestine, Bosnia and 
Afghanistan, I was moved ... I wanted to improve 
myself, because I had not really done anythmg 
meaningfu l in my life ... " 

"Our government is satan (evil). They do not care about 
Muslims. We stand up for defending Muslims across 
countries. Muslims are like having one body, if one part 
of body is hUJt, the others will feeL We fee I their 
(Musl ims') pain ... " 

"When dozens, hundreds of Muslim children and women 
are murd~red, raped, in Ambon, in Ira~q, in Afghanistan, 
and we did not say anythmg ... m the Koran letter An 
Nisa verse 75 Allah explained 'and why do you not fight 
in the way of Allah, wnereas the weak, women and 
children pray for defense, then the law of this is sin." 

~Religious Warrant of Legitimacy makes superordinate 
category of Muslim salient vs. injustice of Infidels. 

Milia: Organized pathway thru 
Jihadists originating in Afghan 

conflict vs Soviet Union. 
"That was my first meeting with him r Abdullah Azzam l , 

the figure I have alw~s admired. lie patiently guided 
me in upderstanding Syar'iah [Islamic law] kllowledge, 
somethmg verx Important for my further 
struggle ... " (Ali Gufron) 

"I have never in my life felt a sense of tranquil lit)', 
coml?arable of when f lived in Afghanistan. Living only 
fori daad (preparing jihad) ... distant from maksiat 
(sin) .. Whatever we ao there, its worth is reward" (Ali 
lmron) 

};>Admiration for and training from Jihadists in 
theatres of simple combat 5etween good vs. evil. 
Idealists & Punsts, not psychopaths. 
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Bali Bombers: Ali Ghufron, Imam 
Samudra and Amrozi N urhasyim 

Syari' ah Law and Daulah Islamiyah 
''Maulawi Mullah Omar succeeded in leadin,g the famous 

Afahani Daulah Islamiyah flslamic State J with the 
Taftban ... Security had reafiy made Afg_h,anistan a safe 
country. There was no long any opium. J'IO longer any 
alcohol and free sex . .. '' 

" I cannot under~tapd why it is so har9 to establis~ ls l.amic law 
when the maJonty of the ( Indonesian) populatiOn IS 
Muslim [ . .. l It is obvious that terrible condi tions here are 
manifested from our neglect on syariah law ... " 

"From our standpoint indonesia is still in a state of war. We 
have been invaded by the West. Do you not see? Look at 
our economy, politics, all. Indonesia had its independence 
merely for five years after the h1dependencc:; Day, not. 
anymore now, do no t you know? We are bemg occupied, 
yet we do not realize it[ ... ) Hence, to conduct jihad 
fisabili/lah here, by sword, by weapons, is understandable. 

-~Indonesia is corrupt and in a state of war 
which makes violent jihad acceptable 
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Kuta- Australian 
Sin City in Bali 

Jihadi Ideology 
"Numerous people think that the greatness of a person's 

tauhid [Islamic thought] la_xs on his ability to be able to 
speak "Yith great Jengths ... However, expertise in a 
normat tve sense tS only a supportmg aspect. It' s 
application is what 's most detetminm& ... In the batt lefield, 
we will see who the true expert in tauahid is" (Ali 
Ghufron) 

"The situation in Indonesia is c haotic; there are rampant 
crime and violence against Musl ims by non-Muslims, it 
means ' the door tojiTzad flsabilillah is wide open and 
brightly lit ' ( . . . ] Jihad fisabilil/ah is war [ ... 1 The purpose 
of;ihaa is to protect Muslims, to enforce JUSfice, and to 
destroy evil." 

"No one here would want to carry out suicide bombi11g, 
suicide is forbidden in Islam( ... ] However, if sacrificing 
one' s li fe fo r the benefit of the ummah, such action is the 
most exalted in the eyes of God. Such action is not s ujcide 
bombing, rather, it is 'syahid bomb' [holy] 



! 76!

 

Muluk & Ruth: Belief in Violent 
Jihad as Mediator of Sacred 

Violence 

Indop.esia Summary: An Islamic 
Warrant of Legitimacy, an alternative 

language for governance 
Syari 'ah Law for governing Daulah Islamiyah 

[Islamic State] 
Desire for a Caliphate (first system of government 

in Islam representing the unity of the Ummah 
fCo~mumty], last claimed by the Turkish 
Empue). 

Daar al-harb [a state of war] unleashes Jihad 
fisabilillah [struggle in the path of God] 

In Daar as-salam [a state of. peace] other forms of 
struggle are more appropnate. 

)>Terrorism & Sacred Violence are NOT 
pathological, but a defence of Pure Religion 
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From Periphery to 
Center: 

The Rise of 
'Ottomanism' in 

Contemporary Turkey 

Nora 
FISHER ONAR 

Ass•stant Professor of I nternahonal 
Relations, Bahceseh1r University 

Vtstttng Fellow, Centre for International 
Studtes (CIS), Untverstty of Oxford 

Turkey Transformed 
• Pro-secu lar, military-bureaucrat ic center 

displaced by new, pro-religious, 
commercial ly-oriented periphery 

• Economic boom 

• Unprecedented domestic debates about 
history and identi ty 

• Shifting foreign policy orientation 
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(Multi -)regional aspirations 
and Ottoman legacies 

• New orientation often simpli stica lly framed as 
"switching axes" or "turning from west to east;" 

• Misleading & risks engendering self-fulfilli ng 
prophecy ·> Analytical challenge: 

How to capture complexity, with clarity? 

• Can be achieved by embedd ing ana lysis of the 
present in the longue dun~e. Useful because both: 

i. Method and diagnostic tool; 
ii. Constitutive part of reconfiguration process 

Defining 'Ottomanism' 

"Invocation of Ottoman 
precedents or legacies, real or 
imagined, to shape current day 

trajectories." 

Source: Nora Fisher Onar, "Between Memory, History, and 
Historiography: Contesting Ottoman Legacies in Turkey. 1923·2012." 1n 

Kalyt:)so Nicolardis and Berny Sebe. eas .. Echoes of lmpenalisms: The 
Present of Europe's Past. (Cambridge: Cambridge UP. 2012). 
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Framework 

• Range of approaches to collect ive memory (e.g. 
psyclloanalytica l; truth and reconci liati on 
li terature; neuro-biologica l; socio·h istorica l) 

Halbawchs (1925) ('soc ial frameworks") 

Nora (1989) ( impact of technology and t ime on 
social memory 

Mistzal (2003) ("keying" for heuristic and 
normative purchase) 

Source: Maunce Halbawchs. Les Cadres Sociaux de Ia Memotre. Paris: F. Alean. 
1925. P1erre Nora. "Between Memory and H1story: Les Lieux de Me moire.· 
Rerresenta!lons 26 (Spring) 1989: Barbara Mistzal. Theories ot Social 
Remembermg. Berkshire: Open Umversi ty Press. 2003 

lslamists, as well as some liberals and right-wing 
nationalists, have handed down tropes about the 
Ottoman past and its place in Turkish identity/ 

foreign policy despite Kemalist rejectionism 

Each new generation, empowered or disempowered 
by evolving economic , social, political, regional , & 

systemic conditions, as well as available 
technologies, seeks to "retune" the narrative. 

• My process oriented approach is agnostic about 
content, therefore ana lytical -descriptive and 
potentia lly generalizable 
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The Ottomans 
• Three ideal -typica l d imensions of Ottoman 

parad igm: 

l .Ottoman Empire 

2.0ttoman Islam 

3.0ttoman Pluralism 

Ottoman structural dilemma 

• Must westernize to keep ascendant West at bay ·> 
strategies along a spectrum of: 

engagement _____ to ____ resistance 

• Strategies of engagement: 

selective, syncretic, wholesale 

Source: Nora Fisher Onar & Ahmet Evin, "Convergence and Resistance: 
The European Di lemma of Turkish Intellectuals" 10 Just10e Lacroix and 
Kalypso Nicolaidis. eds .• European Stories: Debating Europe in National 

Contexts, (Oxford: Oxford UP. 2010); 
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Abandoning the Ottomans 

• Ottomanism (1850s-1870) (abandons 
imperial pretentions) 

• Pan -lslamism (1871 -1908) (abandons 
plural ism vis-a-vis rel igiosity) 

• Turkism (Young Turks) 1908-1923 
(abandons pluralism vis-a-vis ethnic ity) 

Turkish Republic 1923 

1. Non·irredentist, 

2. Secular 

3. Unitary nation-state 

• 1920s-1940s: Revolutionary denial of all things Ottoman in 
Manchiean juxtaposition to all t hings Republican_ 

Source: Nora Fisher Onar "Echoes of a Universalism Lost: RIVal 
Representations of the Ottomans in Today's Turkey," Middle Eastern 

Studtes, Vo1.45, No-2, (March), 2009 
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Multi-party Period, 
1950-2002 

• 1950s:. Pro-relgious right representing rural periphery f 
ma1ontv. seeks to rehabtht<:tte reh_g;wstty, but mamhans 
nahona1tst and anh-unpenaltst tffemes 

• 1960s-1970s: Left fears cultural counter-revolution from 
Right. Yet, c!tallenges Euroce!1tric u11;derp~mings of 
modermzahon narrat1ve, whilst mamtammg 
nationalist and anti-imperialist themes 

• 1980s-1990s: Pluralisation of debates; first articulation 
of 'neo-Ottomansim'; heated contest over attempts to 
rehabiltate of Tslam in public life; 

Contest ing the Ottomans in t he 2000s 

• Kemalists 

Deny religiosity&empi re&plu ra I ism; 

Deny religiosity&empi re; endorses pluralism 

• Liberai(-Leftists) 

Deny empire; endorses pluralism (and rel igiosity in 
name of plura li sm) 

Deny empire&religiosity; endorses pluralism 
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Contesting the Ottomans in t he 2000s 

• lslamists 

- Endorse religiosity&plu ral ism 

- Endorse rei igiosity&em pi re 

• Ult ra-Right Nationalists 

Endorse empire 

Endorse empire&rel ig iosity 

Increasingly centra l in 
socia l life 

Mmi-senes 
Films 

Novels 

Fashion 

• Video games 

Home decor 

Arch•tectu re 

Design 

Popular discourses: 'as heir of 
the Ottomans .. .' 

Enhanced resonance of 
Suleiman the Magnificent! 
Mehmet the Conqueror as icons; 
d1m1mshed resonance of Ataturk 
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Increasingly Salient in Domestic and 
Foreign Policy 

Mumcipalltoes (Tulip Fest oval; ·conquest of Istanbul' Day) 
Ba!'lkf'lot~s. Monuments 
lnfrastructural projects ('Crazy Pro1ect') 
PM Erdogan increasingly likened to a new sultan 
FM Davutoglu's doctnne of 'Histoncai'&'Geopolltical' Depth 
Mimster of State Cocek's proposal for a Commonwealth 

Explanation for Popularity? 
• Partially meets Mitzal's (2003) criteria for succcessful 'keying' 

and Schmidt's (2008) for successful policy revision: 

COGNITIVE: Provides a heuristoc framework that enables policy· 
making elites and society at large to make sense of the emerging 
agenda and their roles therein. 

NORMATIVE: Provides reassurance that the project is in tune with 
the underlying values of the society in question for core constituents 
of the AKP who amount to a plural ity/majori ty of Turkish society. 

However, heterogeneous nature of the society and broader region 
mean that unease also felt at normative/existential level by non­
core constituents. 
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From Periphery to Centre 
IDEA&AGENTS 

• Idea had some purchase in diverse constituencies but 
was systematically repressed (1923-1950); 

PROCESS OF REHABILITATION 

• Shy revisionism by pro-religious/liberal thinkers under 
stop-and-go political liberalization ( 1950-1980) 

• Empowered by pro-religious/liberal coalition under Ozal 
government in era of economic liberalization 
(1982- 1992/2002) 

Empowered by AKP rise to hegemonic polit ical position 
embourgoisement of core constituency~-~· ... 

• MECHANISMS 

Political discourses 

Communication technologies 

Commodification (impt for cross -cutting appeal beyond AKP supporters) 

• CONTEXT&SYSTEM 

In a turbulent post Cold War (weakening of Iran-Atlantic anchor); 

post 9/11 (rise of lslamophobia and moribund EU process) 

post Arab revolutions (opportunity for influence and threat of regional 
mstability) 

Ottoman ism, offers a formula for DOMESTIC CONSUMPTION m a Turkey 
seeking to navigate its perennial identity crisis 

INTERNATIONAL IMPLICATIONS' 

Relevance of Turk1sh experience for broader region? 

Relevance of framework for other countries or regions? (e.g. Russ1a, 
China, Iran) 
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Modeling and Mapping 

• Model building undertaken by ASU-CSRC Minerva-funded Finding Allies 
for the War of Words: Mapping the Diffusion and Influence of Counter­
Radical Muslim Discourse integrates ethnographic, survey and web­
mining research efforts. 

• We understand modeling as a complex data management technique 
leading to empirical generalizations that are the precursor to 
theoretically driven explanations, a dialectic between empirical 
observation and theoretical suppositions, or what Kuhn (1969) describes 
as "normal science." 

• Major goals: to ascertain the varieties of counter-radical discourse and 
praxis and to map their social locations in order to aid in the formulation 
of culturally and religiously appropriate intervention strategies. 
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Factors in Understanding and Modeling the 
Dynamics of Counter-radicalism 

• The concept of "counter-radicalism" is broadly, but negatively 
defined in theory and practice. 

• It is necessary to consider the varieties of radicalisms, the 
compelling nature of radical ideologies and the social, 
cultural, and religious characteristics of individuals and groups 
at risk of recruitment to "fringe groups." 

• In Southeast Asia: concept/metaphor of radicalism as 
"disease," and strategies for combating radicalism as 
"vaccine" 

• To extend the medical analogy, it is crucial to understand the 
contagion-and its epidemiology-to cure, or better still, 
prevent it. 

Modeling Rooted in Social Movement Theory 

• Our modeling efforts are grounded in social movement theory 
and more directly in recent attempts to apply it in the analysis 
of Muslim movements. 

• Social movement theory has been developed and applied 
primarily in studies of the behavior of issue oriented groups in 
secular, industrialized western democracies. Social 
movements are vehicles for collective action operating 
outside formally established political systems. 



! 88!



! 89!

-

Mapping Muslim Movements -
Seeltlnc <;h~n.ae throua,h 

non..violtnt me.1ns 

Non·VIolet~l 

Seeking change throvch 

violent means 

Seeking to maintain the status Steking to m1intain the natut 
quo throughnon•vi~ent mea quo thloupviolent muns 
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Nil Model Positions 

• Nil is located on the near the center of the 
continuum, the extreme left of the 

continuum and roughly the midpoint of the 
variable . 

• Its position on the continuum 
distinguishes NNI from transnational terrorist 
organizations such as Jemaah lslamiyah. Its goal 
is t o establish Indonesia as an Islamic State. It has 
no t rans-national goals, affiliation or funding. 

Negara Islam Indonesia (Nil) 

Nil, sometimes referred to as Darullslam (01}, meaning "House of Islam" is 
a political movement founded in 1942, and formalized in 1949 in West 
Java by Maridjan Kartosuwiryo. 
The movement sought the creation of an Islamic state, rejecting the new 
Republic, and gained ground in the early and mid-1950s, spreading 
through much of South Sulawesi and Aceh. 

• Suppressed under martial law, negotiations bet ween 1959-1962 resulted 
in a peace agreement between Nil and the state, granting Aceh semi­
autonomous status. 

Though formally disbanded, members of the former group were 
connected to violence throughout the 1970s and 80s. 

Jemaah lslamiyyah (JI) is considered a contemporary outgrowth of the 
Negara Islam Indonesia organization. Experience in the Afghanistan war 
played a critical role in shifts on the range variable. 
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