UNIT 1 – ASSIGNMENT 1.1
QUESTIONS

1. The textbook discusses difficulties with defining terrorism; for our purposes in a CJ context we will be using Laqueur’s definition (see page 3 of the text at the middle of the page).  After looking at the definition in the federal statutes at the link provided, why are we using the Laqueur definition?  (20 points)

2. The Texas definition of a “terroristic” threat does not explicitly base the offense on the motive of the individual making the threat as the Laqueur definition does…..instead it focuses on who or what to make a terroristic threat under that statute different than other threats? (10 points)

3. Again, motive or intent is a key factor in a violent act that is or is not terroristic.  Take a look on the internet at the case of Major Nidal Hassan, a U.S. Army psychiatrist, who fatally shot 13 people and wounded more than 30 others at the Fort Hood Texas Army base in 2013.  (Using Wiki is ok for the purposes of this assignment).  Based on his personal history and other events leading up to the incident, what are the arguments in favor of his motive being an act of workplace violence rather than terrorism?  What are the arguments in favor that his motive was terroristic?  Doesn’t the evidence supporting each motive show that persons can have more than one reason for an act of violence like his….making it more difficult for the public to “process” the horror of such acts? (25 points)
These links may be helpful:  
Hasan Background  https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GYkqMqrpCkA
Investigation / Friend Statement About History  https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=lu9bJooki-8  
Verdict  https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=sAq_Di5LTdI

