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One of the most pressing issues in the public discourse is terrorism. Terrorism has affected societies in different ways, making the lives of its targets miserable and having political implications on governments. Through its political implications, terrorism has increased the rate of insecurities and the development of the idea that governments are unable to protect its people. Different researches have been conducted to determine the goals of terrorist groups, the strategies they use, and the political effects political attacks have. These studies show different perspectives they have on the effectiveness of terrorism. This paper aims at discussing the viewpoints of Robert Pape and Max Abraham on the effectiveness of terrorism. Also, the paper will explore why these differences exist and how they make people understand terrorism.
Different scholars have had different thoughts on the effectiveness of terrorism. These viewpoints are based on the fact that terrorism has been used to promote and push for political agendas. In a research conducted by Pape (2003), suicide terrorism has increased in the last two decades, because of its ability to achieve political agendas and the set objectives by these groups. The success of terrorist groups across the world is associated with the use of logical strategies to manipulate governments and populations. Also their success is attributed to the use of different approaches, including attrition, intimidation, provocation, spoiling, and outbidding (Kydd and Walter, 2006). Pape believes that through these strategies, terrorist groups are able to drive their political agendas. In this context, Pape believes that the use of suicide terrorism is an effective approach to push for political changes. Pape believes that the leaders of these groups employ logic and strategy to achieve their goals. However, the use of violence and killing innocent civilians is viewed as an irrational and immoral act. 
Abraham Max has a different view of suicide terrorism; arguing that it is a stupid and immoral act. In a video "The Science of Victory in Militant History" by Abraham Max, (2019), he argues that looking at terrorism as a non-state actor or a non-political player allows one to see the negative impacts of terrorism. According to Max, the use of suicide terrorism does not often achieve its political objectives. Lack of effectiveness of this strategy is that most of these attacks target civilians. According to Max (2006), the effectiveness of terrorism is limited because a survey by the US department of state shows that only 7% of policy changes in 28 terrorist groups were successful between 1980s and 2001. The low success rates are an indication that the use of suicide terrorism is an ineffective approach to policy changes. 
One of the reasons why Pape and Max differ on the effectiveness of suicide terrorism is because of the way the terror acts are executed. Pape believes that leaders of terrorist groups use strategies to make informed decisions and with great precision. On the other hand, Max believes that these groups, particularly those that attack civilians, lack effective decision making skills. This viewpoint is linked to that attacking civilians instead of military targets does not have a significant effect on state and political actors. Another reason why Pape and Max differ is because of the success rate of these groups. According to Pape, terrorist groups have had a high success rate in the latter years of the 20th century. Max, on the other hand, argues that only 7% of success rate has been achieved, in the context of policy changes. 
Based on the arguments of Pape and Max, readers can make different conclusions about terrorism. According to Pape, using terrorism in the modern world has increased significantly because of its ability to achieve policy changes and other demands made by the groups. In this context, terrorism is viewed positively by political and state actors and the leaders of the groups. Viewing terrorism from Max's perspective, it is considered as an immoral act, which promotes the suffering of civilians and affects the powers of those in the government. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]In conclusion, terrorism in the late 20th and 21st centuries has increased significantly. The increasing rate is associated with the believe that terror attacks have helped achieve policy changes. Different scholars have different points of view on the effectiveness of terrorism. Pape believes that the use of suicide terrorism is an effective approach to policy changes because there is use of logical strategies and effective leadership techniques. On the other hand, Max believes that using suicide terrorism is an ineffective way to policy changes because it is immoral and leads to the suffering of civilians.
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