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Recent reports suggest that groups are being fadlcallz.e o, United States.
(2007) has conducted a definitive study of prison r'adlca iza e =
The process in prison usually involves a charismatic leader who g

individuals in an entourage. A leader will often target .selectec.i Prlszner:cfsr al—%:r)r:lrﬁ
or will dominate new inmates, intimidating them until they join the group.
maintains that this recruitment is similar to procedures used b-y strect gangs. 1

Terrorists also use recruiters who are not incarcerated. Th1§ is most fr.equent y as-
sociated with religion, and the person who recruits and radicalizes potentlgl terrorists
may be a visiting chaplain. A chaplain has access to prisoners fmd may cla}m freedo.m
of religion while delivering a radical message. Hamm says militant chaplains also dis-
tribute radical literature in the form of religious works.

Most of the people who enter prison have to adjust psychologically to the loss
of freedom, constant monitoring, and threatened violence from other prisoners. This
frequently leaves a new inmate, especially someone in prison for the first time, in a
state of crisis. Recruiters for a radical cause often recognize differing types of crises,
and they try to bring individuals to the radical cause with strategies that match the
psychological state of the person they hope to entice,

Hamm found five common patterns of converting people to violent radical causes.
The first contains people in crisis, who will respond to religious overtures for emotion-
?I}hzggpzlg. 112 ‘s;ici?rcli r:nvol\lr)es peoplc;l seeklpg protection in the prison environment.
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PRISON RADICAL
tute of Justice cenchlenho I\T“_Mark Hamm’s research for the National Insti-
es that inmates are recruited and radicalized in a number

of ways:

Crisis Convert—joi i a person

e t . joins a radical group as a result of a personal crisis
Protec -10n-Seekmg Convert—seeks a group out of fear

earching Converts—have b ig :
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g posed to religion, but seek deeper meaning
Manipulati verts—; y o
pulating Converts—are controlled by a strong member inside a group

Free-Wo i

) 1.rld Converters—result from chaplains outside of the system who
spread literature and preach radicalization

Source: Hamm, 2007.

FIGURE 2.4

e

versions of the Ql{ran, and the second group centers around white supremacy. This
results in Fhr‘ee major groups: (1) Islamic extremists, (2) Christian extremists who use
selected biblical passages to justify their views, and (3) white supremacists who have
adopted the Norse pantheon of Odin, Thor, Frida, and the other gods and goddesses
(Martin, 2007; Hamm, 2009).

Patterns of prison radicalization in other countries seem to follow patterns simi-
lar to those uncovered by Hamm, but the level of the threat they represent varies. In
Central Asia, the prison systems are deteriorating, and it is difficult to monitor outside
religious leaders who make visits to inmates. Militant Islamic missionaries use this
situation as an opportunity to radicalize individuals. Militant converts ar€ growing
inside Central Asian prisons, threatening to further disrupt correctional operations. In
addition, individuals seek to join other militant groups outside the prison after they
are released. Prison radicalization is a growing threat in Central Asia (International

Crisis Group 2009).

The United Kingdom, on the other hand,
calization, but it does not present as greata problem as in Central Asia (Gartenstein-
Ross, 2009). At this point, researchers know that radicalization takes place inside

prisons, but there is not enough evidence to indicate how dangerous the threat is.

e ————

has experienced growing prison radi-

Questioning Prison Radicalization

Other research studies point in a different direction. Richard Pickering (2012) says
the Prison Setvice in the United Kingdom has developed a program to prevent radi-
calization. Officials monitor the behavior of outside chaplains, move to isolate and
counter inmates who champion radical ideas, search for the presence of radicaliza-
tion in prison, and continue searching during F}}e manggement period f‘or releas'ed
inmates. Although he maintains that these activities are important, the Prison Service

has little evidence that radicalization occurs in British prisons. .
y in the United Kingdom found that many terrorists

A government-sponsored stud : 1at 1 etr
have been in prison, but there is scant evidence that they were radicalized within the

walls. Pickering believes that radicalization has multiple causes, and it is difficult to
lop violent extremist views. Further, radicalization 1s

i i ecople deve
diffeeniate the wer P d to quantify. The best preventive approach, he concludes,
hocked upon entering prison. Pickering

a nebulous concept and har¢ ‘
is standard inmate monitoring. A person 1 §
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i he“r extremtlstlz lnglV iheir faith..The men did not turn to violent theology
perccjve(tihlem u:ltéf: ;2213:5. They became isolated after they turned to extremism, A
tli)rfslil:portint point: They taught theology to themse.:lv‘es.
Although the 21 subjects shared these 'character.lst{cs,

out that the remainder of their social behavu?r was similar . o
tion. They tended to be older than terrorists in other countries, but most of the men
were married, had children, and were employed. Two of them were professionals Ymh
advanced education, and only one was a committed felon before he became radica).

Porter and Kebbell pojn,
to the rest of the popula-

rest and conviction for terrorism had been unsophisticated. The attacks did not bear
the marks of basic tactica] training. Basically, they looked and acted like most other
people, which led Porter and Kebbell to conclude that the men convicted of terrorism
were just ordinary individuals, They had little influence in the prison community.

ing and training new terrorist, and this fact means that terrorists should be separated
from the general population to eliminate thejy influence. These concepts are based on
limited research on radicalization,

The discussion of prison radicalization takes place in the media, government cjr.
cles, and academic settings. These Portrayals overemphasize the existence of radical-
ization. Jones is not suggesting that the process of developing violent extremist views
is unimportant, but the ideas are misrepresented. Prison officials equate radicalization

their radica] counterparts. Both sets of people are lumped together, Ironically, Jones
on, peer pressure

Bert Useem and Obie Clayton (2009) take the argument further. Their research

fgund no staustica.l data to demonstrate Mmassive radicalization in U.S. pri
the a.ctual. probability that i will occur is fay less th
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Rejecting the Term

Tti::f t‘i:";’;?:: pC;Slthn that is in opposition to both the acceptance of theories
a P s of radicalization in general and prison radicalization, Some schol-
ars question the value qf the term radicalization. Others vehemently reject it. From
the perspective of Pr?ctlcal criminology, some practitioners believe that research in
radxcahzz.itnon and alienation will produce valuable knowledge. The National Coun-
terterrorism Center (2010, p. 133), a federal agency created in 2004 to integrate
mfo.rmatlon gathered on international terrorism, officially says that this type of infor-
mation dOFS not help analysts understand the process of radicalization. Indicators of
radlcahzathn reﬂect experiences and behaviors seen in all people. In addition, people
yvho are radicalized are motivated by local issues, and radicalization is so diverse that
its myriad sources are difficult to discern. Therefore, the so-called signs of radicaliza-
HOm ATk really only signs of human behavior. According to the National Counterter-
rorism _Center, there is little need to study the processes of radicalization.

. Neither scholars nor practitioners are quite sure about the meaning of radicaliza-
tion. It has been operationally defined, and most working definitions approach it as
the process of adopting violent extremist views. Yet, as Mark Sedgwick (2010) notes,
there is no consensus about the definition of radicalization. Many researchers use the
term, but it is used in a variety of different contexts. Security experts see radicalization

as a prqblem for law enforcement, while those concerned with eliminating relative

economic deprivation seek to integrate minority groups into the dominant system.

On a grander scale, foreign policy experts look at radicalization as a problem cre-

ated by networks of groups, schools, and national or regional ideologies. All of these

contexts are different, and each approach has its own set of assumptions and research
agendas. Sedgwick believes that the term radicalization simply confuses everybody. He
proposes a solution: Abandon the use of the word as an absolute, definitive concept.

Chetan Bhatt (2010) believes radicalization is associated with alienation. He
looks at Muslim populations inside the United Kingdom and argues that Western
governments seek to integrate and assimilate immigrant populations. This poses a
problem because many immigrants choose to maintain their native identity, including
political and religious affiliations. This does not represent a path toward political
violence; however, it does indicate a rejection of Western norms. It is possible to argue
that continued identification with traditional values is a form of purposeful alienation.
The new country’s values and norms are rejected, while the old country’s ways are
incorporated in a different society.

Bhatt compares Pakistani militia movements to the activities of Central Asian
immigrants in northwest London. The issue does not appear to be alienation. Bhatt
argues that the Muslim community is exposed to a wide array of militant thinking,
and this thinking may impact the subsequent decisions of young people to support
militant groups or to take violent action. Militant ideology is not the main source
of the decision to engage in violence; rather, the growth of international organiza-
tions that train paramilitary fighters is the source of militancy. The primary culprit is

Pakistan’s intelligence agency. By supporting militant groups that use terrorist tactics,
Pakistan has created new associations between international paramilitary groups and
Muslim immigrants in the United Kingdom. Militancy is not a result of alienation; it
is a conscious decision to maintain national identity and sacrifice for a greater cause.
Frazer Egerton (2011) states that the common perception of the Salafi-jihadist
movement is related to alienation. Yet, writers in this field seldom define what they mean
when they use the term alienation, and the term is generally undertheorized_ and over-
applied. The discussion of alienation, he asserts, is intuitive but .unsubstantlated. One
of the common approaches, he argues, is to look at structure. It is commonly assumed
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maintain that when people are excluded from normative society due to their race o,
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Bgerton B ly generalized. For example, very few people respong
terrorist violence, they are overly g dditi st religious behavior, even ferven,
to alienation with terrorist violence. In addition, mos gt h nt,
intolerant religious beliefs, does not lead to terrorism. Egerton. suggestsd at socia|
scientists avoid referring to alienation. He says th.at the concept is 'nuarll{c:d'anl? com-
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and alienation exist in degrees, and they are manifested in several different ways. To
suggest that someone is alienated is to ignore the c-0t'nplex-1t.y of l_1uman behavior, Re-
searchers will obtain more fruitful results by examining militant ideology and finding
the concepts that attract followers. -

Some researchers simply reject the term radicalization. Arun Kufldnam (2012)
says the use of the term radicalization has become normative in pract.;lc.al and §chol-
arly approaches to terrorism, but it distorts both perspectives. When it is used in the
West, radicalization has become synonymous with Islam. It has been used by a host
of scholars and self-proclaimed experts who claim that a process of de-radicalization
can be created. Others believe they can intervene and prevent radicalization. The re-
sult is that the whole Muslim community is potentially susceptible to the process and
because of this, Islam is viewed with suspicion.

Kundnani may be correct, but in terms of practical criminology, security person-
nel are served by looking at the behavioral characteristics of violent extremists. This
may provide tools to counter violence. Radicalization is a broad term that has little
practical value. Violent extremists, however, tend to have their own ways of talking
and acting. These actions are unique to particular ideologies. Law enforcement, intel-
ligence, and military units are best served by learning the behavior cues, jargon, and
indicators of the particular type of terrorism they face,

that young Muslim males

> Why do some officials and scholars fear prison radicalization?
> What evidence contradicts the concept of prison radicalization?
>  Why do some people reject the idea of radicalization altogether?

Types of Terrorism

Regardless of your interpretation of the radicalization process, terrorism is the result

of extremists deciding to use viole
nce. It may appear to be random i
un
senseless. Yet, these common assumptj i

_ lons are incorrect because terrorism }

: 1 ' 1as a pur-
pose. It is designed to fpghten a targeted audience, coercing its victims to behaveli)n a
particular manner, While the greatest ;

form of political vi i |
. il : iolence is duye to nation-states
engaged in war or politica] Tepression, security forces often deal with lesser forms of

subr
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