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THE PHENOMENON OF TERRORISM:
UNDERSTANDING THE ESSENCE

The essence ofthe phenomenon ofterrorism and its mainfeatures is revealed. Above
all, violence is a significant sign o fterrorism. There are three types oftheories explaining
the sources o fviolence: thefirst type unites those concepts that derive violencefrom human
nature; the second - derives the use ofviolencefrom the economic and social conditions
ofsociety; the third - connects violence with the dynamics o fconflict. When carrying out
terrorist actions, one should take into account the obvious and latent elements o fviolence.
The obvious element ofviolence is connected with the implementation ofdirect terrorist
acts, the latentelement ofviolence is connected with thefact that the terroristact launches
the mechanism ofcompelling people to do as way demanded by terrorists. The author$
Definition ofterrorism is proposed.

Keywords: terrorism, terrorist act, violence, war, definition o fterrorism.

Problem setting. The modern world after the events of September 11, 2001 lives
with the understanding that along with the global problems that were already
perceived by mankind at the end ofthe twentieth century (the threat of nuclear war,
environmental pollution, climate change, poverty in some regions of the planet),
there was another one threat, which can also be attributed to global - terrorism.
Today, neither a resident of Paris, nor London, nor Tokyo, nor Istanbul, nor any
other city on the planet can feel completely safe. Terrorists live, study and work
alongside ordinary citizens, go to church, mosques or synagogues, do not stand out
from the crowd, but with time they will become cruel murderers, sowing around
death and horror. Terrorism is multifaceted and diverse; it is transformed with
humanity; it mimics the fight against injustice, inequality, oppression, the national
liberation struggle and other social and political processes that can be perceived as
ambivalent. Therefore, insight into the essence of terrorism, understanding the
causes, methods of its struggle is particularly relevant for Ukraine, which for the
fifth year has become the target of a “hybrid” war, during which the enemy actively
uses terrorist acts.
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Recentresearch andpublications analysis. The phenomenon ofterrorism was
particularly actively studied by scientists after the tragedy in America, although
even before that it was in their field of vision. But only in the last two decades
hundreds ofbooks and thousands of articles on this topic have been written, dozens
of encyclopedias have been published, investigating this phenomenon. Among
scientists studying the nature, forms and methods of combating terrorism, we can
distinguish such scientists in other countries as Max Abrahms, Anna Marie Brennan,
Martha Crenshaw, Laura Dugan, Joshua D. Freilich, Antonio Giustozzi, Stefan
Goertz, Mark S. Hamm, Ahmed S. Hashim, Bruce Hoffman, Brian Michael Jenkins,
Seth G. Jones, Paul Kamolnick, S. Paul Kapur, Tuncay Karda§, Gary LaFree, Walter
Laqueur, Susanne Martin, Michele R. McPhee, Erin Miller, Travis Morris, Diego
Muro, Petter Nesser, Fernando Reinares, Alex P. Schmid, Ali H. Soufan, Ramon
Spaaij, Anne Stenersen, Emerson Vermaat, Leonard Weinberg, Paul Wilkinson,
Murat YeS8ilta§ and others [1-38]. Much attention was paid to the study ofterrorism
by Ukrainian scholars such as Volodymyr Antypenko, Alexander Bardin, Victoria
Belyanska, Andriy Demenko, Mykola Horlach, Victor Hryshchuk, Volodymyr
Kantsir, Vasily Krutov, Boris Leonov, Volodymyr Lipkan, Vladimir Mandragelya,
Anatoly Movchan, Ivan Musiienko, Volodymyr Smolianiuk, Vyacheslav Yemelianov
and others [39-46].

Paper objective. The author remembers the statement perfectly W. Laqueur: “It
can be predicted with confidence that disputes about a comprehensive, detailed
definition of terrorism will continue for a long time, that they will not result in
consensus and that they will make no noticeable contribution to the understanding
ofterrorism” [25, p. 135]. But atthe same time, author believes that any phenomenon
or process should be comprehensively considered, knowledge of the essence is
a necessary scientific procedure, therefore the purpose ofthe article is to penetrate
into the essence ofthe phenomenon of terrorism.

Paper main body. There are arguably numerous definitions of “terrorism”. By
some accounts, there could be in excess of one hundred distinct definitions [47,
p. 1]. In addition, because of its contentious nature, some would argue that: “There
is no agreement on the definition [ofterrorism - M. T.], no systematic analysis of
fragmented data, no applicable game models ...in fact, we cannot even say with
any certainty whether the phenomenon is on the rise” [48, p. 29]. Understanding
terrorism as a global problem ofthe present and finding out the solution against it
is an important epistemological task that requires an immediate settlement.
“Terrorism is a systemic phenomenon, in which ideological, political, moral-value,
psychological, ethno-cultural and other subsystems are united”, - note B. Sidorov
and V. Kirshin [49, p. 105]. In addition, the genesis of this phenomenon shows its
significant transformation: the forms of committing terrorist acts are changing, there
is a shift in the sphere of the target impact of terrorists, changes in their methods
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of operation, features of organizational construction, etc. Terrorism also has much
in common with other forms of social protest and violence - by aggression, armed
struggle, military conflicts ofvarying degrees of intensity, guerrilla actions, sabotage,
etc. [50]. Table 1 presents the main characteristics of terrorism, guerrilla and
conventional war as modes of violent struggle [51].

Table 1

Characteristics of Terrorism, Guerrilla and Conventional War as Modes of Violent

Unit size in
battle

Weapons

Tactics

Targets

Intended
impact
Control of
territory

90

Conventional
war
Large (armies, corps,
divisions)

Full range of

military hardware

(air force, armor,
artillery, etc.)

Usually joint
operations involving
several military
branches

Mostly military
units, industrial
and transportation
infrastructure

Physical destruction

Yes

Struggle

Guerrilla

Medium (platoons,

Terrorism

Small (usually less

companies, battalions) than ten persons)

Mostly infantry-type
light weapons but
sometimes artillery
pieces as well

Commando-type
tactics

Mostly military,
police and
administration staff,
as well as political
opponents

Mainly physical
attrition ofthe enemy

Yes

Hand guns, hand
grenades, assault
rifles and
specialised weapons,
e.g., car bombs,
remote-control
bombs, barometric

pressure bombs
Specialised tactics:

kidnapping,
assassinations,
carbombing,
hijacking,
barricade-hostage,
etc.

State symbols,
political opponents,
and the public

at large

Psychological coercion

No
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Uniform Wear uniform Often wear uniform Do not wear uniform
Recognition ~ War limited War limited to the  No recognised war
ofwar zones to recognised country in strife zones. Operations

geographical carried out zones
world-wide
International Yes, if conducted Yes, if conducted No
legality by rules by rules

Domestic Yes No No

legality

Unfortunately, at the UN level, no agreement has yet been reached on the
unequivocal definition of terrorism [52, p. 120-132]. American researchers of
terrorism emphasize that this phenomenon is easier to describe than to give it a clear,
unambiguous interpretation. This is how American researcher Brian Jenkins
approaches the interpretation ofthis concept. Terrorism, he stresses, “is defined by
the nature of the act, not by the identity of the perpetrators or the nature of their
cause. All terrorist acts are crimes - murder, kidnapping, arson. Many would also
be violations of the rules of war, if a state of war existed. All involve violence or
the threat of violence, often coupled with specific demands. The violence is directed
mainly against civilian targets. The motives are political. The actions generally are
carried out in a way that will achieve maximum publicity. The perpetrators are
usually members of an organized group, and unlike other criminals, they often claim
credit for the act. And finally the act is intended to produce effects beyond the
immediate physical damage” [53, p. 2-3]. Richard A. Falkenrath in his definition
ofterrorism also emphasizes the religious aspect. Terrorism for him - “is typically
defined as premeditated violence used to achieve specific political, social, or
religious objectives by instilling fear among the general public” [54, p. 149].
V. Yemelyanov in his monograph “Terrorism - as a phenomenon and as a crime”
gives a definition of terrorism, which emphasizes the political and legal aspect of
the phenomenon: “Terrorism is a publicly-made, generally dangerous act or threat,
aimed at intimidating a population or social groups, with a view to directly or
indirectly influencing or rejecting any decision in the interests of terrorists” [55,
p. 28]. According to experts, among the definitions of terrorism, the following looks
interesting: “Terrorism is the use of non-state violence or threats of violence in
order to cause panic in society, to weaken and even to overthrow the government
and cause political changes; it is aimed at destabilizing state regimes, disturbing
people’s concerns through their defenselessness against the threat of violence, the
change as a result ofthis state power in the country, on the exercise of other political,
religious or ethnic aspirations” [56, p. 7]. Although this definition of terrorism is
not perfect.
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However, the definition of terrorism itself is very important [57, p. 345].
Identifying any action as a terrorist means not just claiming that it has certain
characteristics but also condemning it. Let’s try to clarify a number of points related
to the definition ofterrorism. Each definition must contain the essential features of
the phenomenon. In our view, when it comes to terrorism, then, firstly, it refers to
violence. It is well presented Alex P. Schmid in Table 2 [58, p. 58-59].

Table 2.
The Spectrum of Political Action

State o 'Peace
State actor Non-state actor

Conventional Politics
I. Rule of Law (routinized rule, legitimated 1. Opposition politics (lobbying among
by tradition, customs, power holders, formation of
constitutional procedures) opposition press and parties,
rallies, electoral contest, litigation
[use of courts for political struggle])
Unconventional Politics

I1. Oppression (manipulation of Il. Non-violent action (social protest for
competitive electoral process, political persuasion of rulers and
censorship, surveillance, harassment, masses; demonstrations to show
discrimination, infiltration of strength of public support;

opposition, misuse of emergency non-cooperation, civil

legislation) disobedience, and other forms of

non-violent action)
Violent Politics

I11. Violent repression for control of state  I1l. Use of violence for contestation

power challenging state power

I11.1. (political justice. political I1l. 1 Material destruction

imprisonment)

Il. 2. Assassination I11. 2. Assassination. (individuated
political murder)

I1l. 3. State-terrorism (torture, death I11. 3. Terrorism (de-individuated political

squads, disappearances, concentration murder)

camps)

I11. 4. Massacres I11. 4. Massacres

I1I. 5. Internal war I1. 5. Guerrilla warfare

I11. 6. Ethnocide/politicide/genocide I1l. 6. Insurgency, Revolution (if

successful)
State of War
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There were three types oftheories explaining the sources of violence [59]. The
first type combines the concepts that draw violence from the nature of man. The
whole history of human civilization is connected with violence. “The very first law
of nature, - wrote V. Soloviev, - is the struggle for existence. All nature lives in the
constant hostility of creatures and forces, in their wicked perturbations and the
charms of someone else’s life. Every creature in our world, from the smallest
particles of dust to humans, speaks about one thing all of its natural life: | exist,
and everything else here is only for me. Facing another one, he says to him: if
| exist, then you can no longer exist, you have no place nextto me. And everyone
.w ant all to destroy and exterminated by all. The confrontation between each and
every one inevitably ends with the death of everyone - a hostile environment, finally
tearing its existence and pushing it out of life, the struggle ends in death and
decay.” [60, p. 71-72]. With this approach, it is assumed that there are innate
tendencies, instincts (death instinct, sexual instinct), pushing people to violence.
To this type can be attributed, and philosophical concepts that explain the violence
inherent in man by the will to power, domination. So, Finnish researcher Tatu
Vanhanen emphasizes that people must fight for power, because this is the ultimate
way to distribute control over resources [61, p. 17], and therefore to a better life.

The second type of theory explains the use of violence by the economic and
social conditions of society. Even Aristotle noted that the basis of violence is the
inability of the authorities to establish equality in society [62, p. 420-422, 577].
Economic and social inequality causes the differentiation of society into groups,
social classes and, accordingly, contradictions and struggle between them. K. Marx,
F. Engels and their followers substantiated the class antagonisms that exist in
society, social inequality and exploitation. The overcoming of these antagonisms
is through the establishment of social equality or, in any case, the alleviation of
inequality. Accordingly, the permissible limits of differences in living standards of
different classes are determined to ensure the stability of public life. Many
contemporary social scientists also tend to conclude that there is a link between
violence and inequality. So, Ralph Dahrendorf writes that inequality and power
continue to be powerful factors in the clash of interests and struggle [63, p. 47].
Y. Antonyan stressed that today’s terrorism “is not only the collision of religions,
nations, civilizations, but also antagonism between the poverty of often potentially
wealthy regions and the wealth of developed countries. But here, not only the very
poverty itself, but also the driving force, advocates a sense of its greatest social
injustice” [64, p. 337]. Professor Pak Hun concluded that inequality in income is
the most important reason for political violence on materials from 62 countries of
the world [65, p. 8].

The third type of theories relates violence to the dynamics of conflict. In any
society there are competing groups - economic, political, and spiritual. The initial
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state of competing groups and individuals is a potential conflict. It becomes real
when the competitive state is personified when each individual begins to confront
each other. This is precisely the stage when violence becomes very likely. The
conflict finds its solution in the victory of one of the conflicting parties. A new
hierarchy is being approved. There is a period of adaptation to the situation. This
is the period when new competing groups are formed. Conflict resolution history
repeats over and over again. According to P. Shikhirev, the history ofthe development
of social conflicts and the forms ofviolence used in them can be divided into three
main stages [66, p. 28-29]. The first involves the use of direct physical abuse.
Primitive man sought to destroy another person or group ifthey prevented him from
living. During the period of slavery, a man realized that it was better not to kill the
enemy, but to make him work for himself. The second stage is political. Its content
is the dominance of some social groups over others. At this stage, the principle of
“agree, or I”ll kill you” dominates. The third, economic stage is based on a wide
mutually beneficial social exchange. The basic principle of interaction at this stage
is “give me this, and | will give you that”. In parallel with these three methods of
solving social conflicts (physical, political, economic) ideological and moral
principles of interaction of people based on ethnic, value and legal norms were
formed.

Conventional violence has two main interpretations: coercion and the use of
physical force [67, p. 11-30]. In some philosophical works, violence is interpreted
as limiting a person’s physical and spiritual abilities, suppressing his free will. In
the Italian Philosophical Encyclopedia, violence is defined as an act committed
from outside against spontaneous attraction and natural movement. A. Getman,
M. Panov, V. Tatsiy emphasize that violence is any restriction of fundamental human
rights. The understanding ofviolence as an obligatory restriction of human freedom
is also characteristic of some Russian researchers. Thus, Abdusalam Guseynov
defines violence as “the usurpation of free will” [68, p. 9]. The most common
approach to violence distinguishes those authors for whom it is synonymous with
everything that harms a person.

System analysis allows us to find out the functions ofviolence, which are largely
due to the degree of awareness oftheir actions by actors of violence and the ultimate
goal of violence. There are so-called irrational and rational violence. The first is
the process of mental disorientation (aggression), with the object subjected to
substitution and violence is an end in itself (the catharsis function of violence).
“Rational” violence, on the contrary, has a pronounced social or political function
and is one of many means. It is worthwhile to distinguish between instrumental and
symbolic (or “communicative”) violence. Instrumental violence pursues a specific
goal, often used as a means of forming power or redistributing it (for example, the
terrorist nature ofthe early phase of Italian fascism and a number of movements in
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developing countries). Therefore, violence performs an instrumental function, if
used for the purpose of existential destruction in the name of creating a religious,
ethnic, racial or social homogeneity of society. Symbolic violence, on the contrary,
is aimed not at the realization of the goal, but at the addition of the consciousness
created by the propaganda of a certain image. For a society undergoing systemic
transformation, it is important to remember that the phenomenon of violence in its
current form has a completely new, unusual character unlike all past eras, because
it is a product of a society of a qualitatively different nature, namely, a society
defined as post-industrial. For such a society, the special terrorist activities of its
individuals and groups were particularly characteristic.

In terms of identifying the features of violence in the commission of terrorist
acts, two points must be emphasized: explicit and latent elements of violence. An
explicit element ofviolence is connected with the implementation of direct terrorist
acts, which can cause people to die, houses getting destroyed, planes, trains, etc.
explode. In today’s conditions, the nature ofthe objects of terrorist attacks and the
forms of these attacks are sharply spreading. But the main threat from terrorists
remains a threat to the lives and safety of people. It should be noted that the
distinctive feature of modern terrorism is that it has a distinction between the
immediate victim of violence and the group being the object of influence and the
purpose of violence, and the degree of cruelty from this does not diminish, and
perhaps even more. According to Hans Schneider, “terrorism is a process of
transforming people into non-people. Terrorists are insensitive to the suffering of
their victims, distanced themselves from them and predefined their criminal
behavior, which causes harm to the victims. For them, the victims of terrorism are
at best bargain objects, tools for achieving the goal” [69, p. 443]. Most forms of
armed violence characteristic of terrorism are not its monopoly, same as their use
is not evidence ofwhat is just about terrorist practice. Here the main thing is, with
what purpose these violent actions are carried out. Motives and orientation are very
important in the analysis of terrorist acts. Hence, one more distinguishing feature
ofterrorism, which is that it combines a high level of political motivation with low
participation of the masses.

The latent element of violence is related to the fact that a terrorist act launches
a mechanism for coercion of people to do as terrorists demand it, to influence state
structures in order to put into practice those demands that were forwarding by them,
creating an atmosphere of fear and hopelessness in society. Thomas Hobbes wrote
about such consequences of violence: “The worst thing is that there is an eternal
fear and constant danger of violent death, and human life is lonely, poor, hopeless,
stupid and short-lived” [70, p. 96]. The execution of the attack does not cover the
content of terrorist acts, and they do not end at the end of the combat operation.
Their main goal is not just the commission of mass Killings, the elimination of
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individuals, material damage, etc., but the achievement of social resonance,
intimidation of peoples and governments. Terrorism is not only a form of political
violence, but also a form of political communication. Although intimidation in the
past, characteristic of invasions, has often been in the shadow, since terrorism has
become organized, ideologically sound and systematic, this function is even more
pronounced. Preventive intimidation by terrorist acts applies to everyone: workers,
bankers, employees, officials in ministries. Everyone, absolutely everyone should
feel their insecurity in the face of constant evil, the variability of modern life. With
the help ofterrorist acts in a society, hysteria of fear, hopelessness, distrust of certain
social groups, and sometimes entire nations, is manifested, which manifests itself
in the growth of aggressiveness in society. Consequently, violent acts acquire the
character of terrorist, if they are aimed at creating an atmosphere of fear and
hopelessness. In this case, the system of terrorist means includes not only actions
that directly threaten the lives and safety of people, but also bloodless preventive
operations that intimidate people - arson or explosions in abandoned premises -
shops, offices, headquarters of political parties, industrial enterprises, etc.

Atmosphere of fear often causes an increase of aggression in society, awakens
an evil, destructive element in man. Aggressiveness is inherent in man since ancient
times. The “evil inclination” as well as the “good inclination” is an integral part of
the human world. Terrorism is one of those triggers that reproduce the growth of
aggression and violence in society, the growth of dissipative processes.

The emphasis on the explicit and latent components ofterrorist activity allows to
capture the fact that the explicit component of terrorist acts largely shows the
instrumental function of a terrorist act as a phenomenon specific to violence; the latent
component shows the genesis and dynamics of such a phenomenon as an increase in
fear, a lack of output in society, and the growth of entropy processes in it.

Analysis of the main characteristics of terrorism allows us to formulate our
vision of terrorism. Terrorism is a social phenomenon that is based on the use or
threat of violence in the form of a terrorist act in order to create an atmosphere of
fear and hopelessness in society in order to achieve the goals of terrorist actors.

Conclusions o fthe research. Consequently, terrorism is multifaceted, does not
stop at what has been achieved and is constantly evolving, since the social
phenomenon is very complex, its origin and development depend on many factors,
among which, in our opinion, the most important are cultural, geopolitical, socio-
economic, religious and psychological [41, p. 44-101]. Of course, they do not
exhaust the whole variety of factors influencing the emergence and development
of this social phenomenon, but they create the outlines of a sociocultural matrix
that reflects the most important features of terrorism. Thus, we can argue that
terrorism as a social phenomenon is a multicausal, because of its destructive power,
it represents a serious threat to society and the individual.
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TpebuH Muxann MeTpoBuY, JOKTOP PUIOCOPCKUX HayK, npodeccop,
3aBefyloLW KA Kadeapoi counonornum n NOAMTONOrMmM, HaunoHanbHbIi
IOPUANYECKNI YHUBEPCUTET NMeHN ApocnaBa Mygaporo, r. XapbKoB, Y KpauHa

PEHOMEH TEPPOPN3MA: MTOHNMAHWE CYWHOCTWU

PackpblBaeTca CywHOCTb (heHOMEeHa Teppopr3mMa U 060CHOBBLIBAIOTCS €r0 OCHOBHbIE
npusHaky. K cyliecTBeHHOMY NPU3HAKy TepPopu3Ma 0THOCUTCS NPEXK/E BCEro Hacume.
PaccmMoTpeHbl Tpy TuUNa TEOPUid, 00BACHAIOWMNX UCTOYHUKIN HACUAKUA: NepBbIA Tw
00beuHAe T Te KOHUENUMn, KOTOpble BbIBOAAT Hacuave U3 NPMPoAbI YenoBeka; BTOpoii -
BbIBOANT NPUMEHEHNE HACWUAUSA N3 IKOHOMMUYECKNX U COLMANbHbIX YCNOBWIA YKU3HN 06LLe-
CTBa; TPeTUil - CBA3LIBAET HacWAMe C AUHAMUKON KOH(AMKTa. Mpn ocyLiecTBAEHNM
TEPPOPUCTUYECKUX AEACTBUIA cnefyeT YUNTbIBATb ABHbIA W NATEHTHbIA 31EMEHTbI
Hacunus. SBHbIV 3NEMEHT HaCWUNNA CBSI3aH C OCYLLECTBAEHUEM HEMOCPEACTBEHHbIX Tep-
POPUCTNYECKNX aKTOB, NaTEHTHbIN 31EMEHT HACUAUA CBS3aH C TeM, YTO TeppopucTy-
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YECKUil aKT 3amyckaeT MexaHWU3M NPUHY>KAEHNA Ntofel AenaTh TaK, Kak 3Toro Tpeby-
0T TeppopucThbl. MpeanaraeTcs aBTopcKas AeMHULMS Teppopusma.

KntoueBble CrioBa: TeppopusM, TepPOPUCTUYECKUI aKT, Hacunme, BoiHa, AeduHMLmS
Teppopusma.

Tpebin Muxainno MeTposuy, AOKTOP (hinocohCbKUX HaykK, npogecop,
3aBigyBay Kadeapw couionorii Ta noniTonorii, HayioHanbHWI LOPUANYHNIA
YHiBepcuTeT iMeHi Apocnasa Mygaporo, M. XapkiB, YKpaiHa

®EHOMEH TEPOPU3MY: PO3YMIHHA CYTHOCTI

MocTaHoBKa npobnemun. CyyacHuin ceiT nicns nogii 11 sepecHs 2001 p. >Kuse 3p03y-
MIHHAM TOro, L0 Nops4 3 rnodanbHUMK npobneMamu, SKi BXKe 6yanmycBifomeHi Nlo4CTBOM
HanpuKiHLi XX cT. (3arpo3a a4epHoi BiliHW, 3a6pyAHEHHS HaBKONWLLHLOIO cepefoBULLa,
3MiHa KniMaTy, 6igHICTb i 3NMAHI B OKPEMUXPErioHax NnaHeTw), BUHUKNA LLie OAHA 3arpo3a,
AKY TEe>XX MO>XHa BiHeCTU [0 rnobanbHuX, - TepopusM. Tepopusm 6araTonUKMiA i pi3HO-
MaHiTHWiA, BiH TpaHctopMyeTbCA pa3oM 3 NOACTBOM, BiH MiMiKpye nig 60poTbLOY 3 He-
crpaBef/MBICTIO, HEPIBHICTIO, NPUrHOBNEHHAM, HaLliOHANbHO-BM3BO/LHY 60OPOTLOY Ta iHLUI
couianbHO-NONITUYHI NpoLecH, AKi MOXKYTb 6YyTW CNpUAHATI ambiBaneHTHO. Tomy npo-
HUKHEHHS B Cy THICTb TEePop13My, OCMUCNEHHS NPUYKH, CNOCO6IB i MeToAiB MOro 60poThb-
61, € 0COONMMBO aKTYya/bHUM AN YKpaiHu, aKa BXKe N HATUiA pik Ak cTana 06 EKTOM «Ti-
OpVAHOT» BilHW, ¥ X041 AKOT CYNPOTMBHUK LUMPOKO BUKOPUCTOBYE TEPOPUCTUYHI aKTW.

AHani3 oCTaHHiX gocnig>keHb Ta nybnikauiin. ®eHOMeH Tepopru3My CTaB 0COO/MMBO
aKTUBHO AOCAIA>KYBATUCA BYEHUMU Nicns Tparefii 8 AMepuLi, xoua ipaHille BiH nepe-
6ysaBy noni ix 30py. A/e fuLLe 3a OCTaHHi NiBTopa AeCATUNIT TS HanMcaHo COTHI KHUT
i TUCAYi cTaTeil Ha L TeMy, BUaHi AeCATKM eHUMKNONEAi, aKi AOCAiA>KYHOTb AaHe
asuwe. Cepep BYEHMX, SIKI AOCAIA>KYOTb CYyTHICTb, npupoay, hopMun i MeToamn 60poThb-
61 3 Tepopn3MOM MO>KHa HasBaTMW TakKux JOCNiAHUKIB 3a KOpAOHOM SiK M. Abpamc,
A. BpeHHaH, C. loepu, b. Fodhdman, B. I>KeHkiHc, J1. AyraH, M. KpeHiwoy, [. ®peiiniy,
M. Xamm, A. Xalimm Ta iH. Bennkyysary JOCNIAXKEHHIO Tepopusmy Npuainanm iykpaix-
CbKi BYeHi, Taki Ak B. AHTwuneHko, O. bapgiH, A. lemeHko, B. €wvenbsHos, B. KpyTos,
B. NlinkaH, B. MaHgparens, |. MycieHko Ta iH.

dopmyntoBaHHSA uinein. MeTol cTaTTi € cnpo6a NPOHUKHYTU Y CYyTHICTb (peHo-
MeHy Tepopu3My i 3anponoHyBaTy AeiHiLilo Tepopusmy.

Buknag ocHoBHOro maTepiany. OCMUCNEHHA TepopusMy K rnobanbHoi npobnemu
Cy4yacHOCTI i 3 icyBaHHsA 60pOTbLOM 3 HUM € Ba>K/MBMM THOCEONOTIYHUM 3aBAAHHAM, L0
BUMarae HeraiiHoro po3sa3aHHs. Kpim Toro, reHesuc faHoro seuiia cBigunThb npo rhoro
3HauYHy TpaHcopMaLito: 3MIHIOLTbCA (HOPMN 3iACHEHHA TEPOPUCTUYHNX aKTiB, Bif-
OyBaeTbCA 3CyBY NOAI LiNbOBOr0 BNAMBY TEPOPUCTIB, 3MIHIO ThCA METOAM iX AisNbHOCTI,
0C06AMBOCT i OpraHisauiiiHoro 6ygiBHMUTBaA Ta iH. Tepopu3m Tako>X Mae 6araTo Chifb-
HOrO 3 iHWWMK hopmMami COLianbHOrO NPOTECTY i HaCUAbCTBA - arpecieto, 36poitHOI0
60p0THO0H0, BICbKOBUMU KOH(NIKTaMW Pi3HOr0 CTYMEHs iHTEHCUBHOCT I, NapTU3aHCbKN-
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MU JiSMK1, AWBEPCISMM TOLLO. Y CyyacHiii HayKOBIi niTepaTypi iCHYE NOHaA CTO BU3HAYEHD
TepopusMmy. Xoya Ha piBHi OOH Ha cborogHi He AOCArHYTO >KOAHOT AOMOBNEHOCTI NpO
BMW3HAYEHHS LbOro MOHATTA. AMEepPUKaHCbKI AOCNILHWKN Tepopu3My NigKPecoThb, Lo
Lie ABULLE NerLle onMcaTy, HidK aTu oMY YiTKe, 0fHO3HAYHE TyMayeHHs.

OpHak came o cobi BU3HAYEHHSI TepopuU3My Ay>Ke BaXKnmee. BusHaunTu 6yab-siKy Aito
K TepopuCcTUYHY 03Ha4Ya€E He NPOCTO CTBEPA>KYBATH, L0 BOHA Mae NEBHI XxapakTepuc-
TuKY, ane i3acygnTu ii. CnpobyeMoyTOUYHUTM PSS MOMEHTIB, NOBHA3aHKX i3 gediHilieto
Tepopuamy. Ko>KHe BU3HAUeHHS NOBUHHE MICTUT Y B CO6I iICTOTHI 03HaKM siBMLa. Ha Haw
nornsg, Koam roeopuThCA NPO TepopusM, TO, No-nepLue, A0 TaKUX 03HaK HaNeXKNTb Ha-
cnbCTBO. CKranncs Tpu TUnu TEopild, WO NOSACHIK Th AXKepena HacunbcTaa. Meplunii
TUN NOEAHYE Ti KOHUENLii, Wo BUBOAATbL HACUNLCTBO 3 NPUPOAM NHOAUHW. Opyruii Tun
Teopiil BUBOAUTb 3aCTOCYBAHHS HACUILCTBA 3 EKOHOMIYHMX i COLiabHAX YMOB XXUTTA
cycninbcTBa. TPeTil TUN Teopil 3B A3ye HACMILCTBO 3 ANHAMIKOK KOHAMIKTY.

3BMyaiiHe HacUNbCTBO Ma€ fiBA OCHOBHI TPaKTYyBaHHA: MPUMYC i 3aCTOCYBaHHA (i-
3MYHOT cunn. CUCTEeMHUIA aHani3 aonyckae 3 AcyBaHHA (PYHKLIA HacUNbCTBa, SKi 3HAYHO
MipO0 3yMOBNEHI CTYNEeHeM yCBIAOMNEHHS CBOIX Aili Cy6 eKTamu HacunbCTBa il 0OCTaTou-
HOI MeT O HacunbCTBa. PO3pi3HATb Tak 3BaHe ippauioHanbHe ipalioHanbHe Hacub-
CTBO, & TaKOoXX IHCTPYMEHTa/IbHe i CUMBO/IiYHE (UM «KOMYHIKATUBHE») HACUILCTBO.

3 nornagy 3 AicyBaHHA 0COGAMBOCTEN HAcUNbCTBA NPU 3A4IACHEHHI TEPOPUCTNYHNX
JisiHb BApTO aKUueHTYyBaTW ABAMOMEHTU: ABHWIA iNaTEHTHWUA eNeMeH T HacUIbCTBa.
ABHUIA eNeMeHT HacMNbCTBA MOBH3aHWIA i3 34iiCHEHHAM 6e3nocepeHiX TepoPUCTUYHNX
aKTIiB, YHACNIJOK IKNX TMHY Tb NtOAN, PYAHYIOTbCA BYANHKKM, BUOYXaloTh NiTaku, NOTAIM
TOLWO. J/TaTEHTHWA eneMeHT HAacMAbCTBA NOBH3AHWA 3 TUM, WO TEPOPUCTUYHNA aKT
3anyckae MexaHiam npumMycy nofeil poéuTun Tak, K LbOro BuMaratoTh TepopucTHy,
BM/MBATW Ha Aep>KaBHi CTPYKTYpU 3 MeTOK peanizayii Ha npakTuyi TWX BUMOT, WO
BUCYBAOTb TEPOPUCTMW, CTBOPHE B CYCMiNbCTBI aTMochepy cTpaxy Ta 6e3suxofi.
AKLUEHTYBaHHS yBaru Ha sBHOMY i laTEeHTHOMY KOMMNOHEHTax TepopucTUYHOT AisnbHOC-
Ti J03BONSE 3aDiKCYBATU Te, L0 ABHWNIA KOMNOHEHT TEPOPUCTUYHUX il 3HAYHOK MipOt0
NoKasye IHCTPYMeHT abHy (OYHKLi0 TEpPOPUCTUYHOIO aKTy K ABMLLA BULOBOrO CTO-
COBHO HAcWNbCTBa; NaTEeHTHNA KOMMNOHEHT MOKasye reHesy i AMHamiky Takoro ssuLa,
SIK HApOCTaHHs cTpaxy, 6e3B1x0Ai B COLiyMi, 3pOCTaHHA eHTPONIAHMX MPOLECIBY HbOMY.

AHani3 CyTTEBNUX 03HAK Tepopu3My [03BONAE CROPMYNOBATU CBOE BAYEHHS Tepo-
pusmy. IMig Tepopm3MoMm po3yMIETbCA coljianbHe SBKLLE, 3aCHOBAHE Ha BUKOPUCTaHHI uu
3arposi BUKOPUCTaHHA HacuNbCTBa Yy BUMNALI TEPOPUCTUYHOIO akTy 3 METOK HarHi-
TaHHA aTMocepu cTpaxy i 6e3Brxoi B CycnibCTBI B iM H JOCATHEHHA MeTU Cy6 EKTIiB
TEepopUCTUNYHOT 4iANLHOCTI.

BucHoBkn. OT>Ke, Tepopu3M - 6araTONMKWIA, He 3yNMHAETbLCS Ha MiCLli, a NOCTIiiiHO
PO3BMBAETLCS, K COLianbHe ABULLE BiH MaE fLy>Ke CKnafHy npupogy, oro BUHUKHEHHS
i PO3BMTOK 3aneXKaThb Bif 6araTbOX UMHHWKIB, 3aBAAKM CBOI AeCTPYKTMBHOCTI Ta
PYWAHIBHOCT I BiH € CEPIO3HOI0 3arpo30t0 Ans CycninbCTBa i 0COBUCTOCTI.

KntouoBi cnosa: Tepopu3M, TEPOPUCTUYHUIA aKT, HACUMALCTBO, BiliHa, AediHilis
Tepopu3my.
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