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Abstrakt

Uvédoméni si, ze hrozba terorismu jiz neni jen jakousi vzdalenou zalezitosti Blizkého
vychodu, ale v podstaté¢ se da povazovat za riziko pramenici z radikaliza¢niho
potencidlu lidi zijicich pfimo v Evropé€, znepokojilo vefejnost a nasledné vyvolalo
zvySeny zajem o vyzkum zaméiujici se na extremistickou radikalizaci. Teroristické
utoky z 11. zafi nebo utoky v Londyné ¢i Madridu vedly ke zvyseni medialni pozornosti
fenoménu radikalizace, jenz se primarné tyka mladych evropskych muslimt. Na zacatku
nového tisicileti predstavovala hrozba terorismu jednu 2z nejnaléhavéjSich
bezpec¢nostnich vyzev, at’ uz pro politiky nebo védce. Akademicky a politicky zajem o
vyzkum faktord zvySujicich riziko radikalizace vedl k mnohym pokusim a snahdm o
pochopeni a spravné definovani radikalizace. Klicové bylo nastinit modely ¢i schémata,
na zéklad¢ kterych bude s nejvétsi pravdépodobnosti probihat radikaliza¢ni proces. Ve
své diplomové praci stavim na piedchozim odborném vyzkumu, pfi¢emz se zamétuji na
vliv a dopad faktort pfispivajicich k nasilné radikalizaci, jako jsou lokalni ¢i globalni
dzihadistické sité, nespokojenost se soufasnou realitou, moralni rozhoiéeni, vliv
rodinnych ¢lent a individudlni rysy jedinc vcetné potencidlni krimindlni minulosti.
Vliv téchto faktorti jsem zkoumala v ptipadovych studiich tii zdpadoevropskych zemi -
Belgie, Francie a Spojeného kralovstvi. Kromé diskuse o moZnych smérech, v rdmci
nichz miize radikalizani proces probihat, nabizi tato prace i1 piehled teoretickych
vychodisek zamétenych na fenomén radikalizace, pficemZz rovnéZ zkouma problémy
spojené¢ s nejvyznamnéjSimi modely radikalizace, at’ uz fazovymi modely, nebo

v

modelem popisujicim primarné ptic¢iny radikalizace.

Kli¢ova slova

radikalizace, zahrani¢ni bojovnici, dzihadismus, Islamsky Stat, terorismus, Belgie,
Francie, Spojené kralovstvi Velké Britanie a Severniho Irska



Abstract

The awareness that the threat of terrorism is no longer linked only to the Middle East,
but has home-grown nature and arisen from young people living on European soil,
alarmed the public and subsequently provoked increased interest in radicalisation
research. 9/11 or the European terrorist attacks in London or Madrid have led to the
increasing media attention of the phenomenon of radicalisation occurring among young
European Muslims. At the beginning of the new millennium, the threat stemming from
terrorism embodied one of the most urgent security challenges, whether for politicians
or scholars. The academic and political interest in research into factors that increase the
risk of radicalisation to violent extremism has ended up in many efforts to grasp and
properly define radicalisation, or to outline the expected pathways of radicalisation
(Veldhuis, 2009: 1). In my thesis, I build on these efforts of prominent experts and I
examine the effect of the factors contributing to violent radicalisation like social
networks, dissatisfaction with current reality, moral outrage, family and individual
characteristics including criminal backgrounds. I look at the impact of these factors in
case studies of three Western European countries - Belgium, France, and the United
Kingdom. Except discussing specific pathways to radicalisation, this thesis offers an
overview of theoretical backgrounds focused on the phenomenon of radicalisation and
dissertation also introduces the issues connected with the most prominent models of

radicalisation either simple phase models or root cause model.

Keywords

radicalisation, foreign fighters, jihadism, Islamic State, terrorism, Belgium, France,
United Kingdom
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1. Introduction

In a time of ,,global war on terror®, where no one can feel completely safe, the topic of
radicalisation is attracting more and more attention, whether in the media or the ranks of
experts. The issue of radicalisation and the fight against terrorism is an illustration of
one of the most pressing and urgent security challenges at the international level
because it can bring about a high number of casualties, the risk of recruiting and
mobilizing jihadists from the West and the global threat to people across continents.
Since 9/11, the risk of terrorist attacks in the West has become more tangible, creating a
long-term threat and a virtually never-ending state of alert. A few years later, after
terrorist attacks in London or Madrid, it is possible to observe the same scenario in
Europe. The relevance of the choice of the topic is thus given by the nature of the
conflict from which no one is excluded. ,,We can say that the need to understand the
radicalisation phenomenon; that is, when, why, and how people living in a democracy
become radicalised and susceptible to violent extremism, has been at the centre of

academic and public debate for some years*“(Gendron, 2016: 2).

In recent years, more and more attention has been paid to research on the phenomenon
of radicalisation. Despite numerous analyses and studies in the field of radicalisation or
counter-radicalisation, there is still uncertainty about the understanding of how
particular individuals have been radicalized. There is a general consensus among
experts, academics, and politicians alike that ,,more research is needed to understand the
causes, processes, and mechanisms of radicalisation to be able to develop effective
preventive and counter-measures*“(Pisoui, 2016: 2). Further research is necessary to
grasp the correlation between extremism, radicalisation, and terrorism. Thus identify
risk factors of radicalisation, prevent a terrorist attack, and find a correlation between
inputs - significantly contributing factors to radicalisation and outputs - radicalised

individuals is in the interest of each of us.

1.1. Research aim and research question

In my diploma thesis, I examine the root causes of radicalisation of foreign fighters

from countries located in Western Europe with the highest numbers of recruited
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jihadists — France, UK and the highest number of recruited fighters per capita —
Belgium. In my research I will compare the distinct features of the radicalisation
process in the three aforementioned Western European countries. Subsequently I will
try to identify commonalities and differences between them. I suppose that a better
understanding of the root causes of radicalisation could improve considerably the
effectiveness of counter-terrorism policies. In order to accomplish my research target, I
have formulated the following research question - What were the principal factors
affecting the number of radicalised foreign fighters from the UK, France, and Belgium
who fought for the Islamic State during 2014-2019?

Thus in more detail, I would like to examine two partial issues. Firstly, I will investigate
whether there is a connection between inputs (glocalism - the impact of neighbourhood
and surroundings plus a link to jihadi individuals based abroad, dissatisfaction - with
current reality or moral outrage, the role of family and social characteristics including
criminal background) and output (number of jihadist foreign fighters per country - this
number includes those who left and remained in Syria or Iraq, those who died and those
who came back in their country). In particular, I will analyse the connection between
inputs and output only in three Western European countries which I have chosen for my
diploma thesis. Secondly, I will try to identify which model — behavioural or cognitive
1s more suitable for the explanation of radicalisation in three chosen countries based on

research of inputs and testing hypothesis.

1. Ties with radicalised individuals in the neighbourhood or abroad increased the risk of

radicalisation. (Decisive factor in the top-down model)

2.a Personal dissatisfaction with the current reality in the form of perceived or real
discrimination or high rate of unemployment increased the risk of radicalisation

(bottom-up model)

2.b Dissatisfaction as moral outrage in the form of perceived hatred from anti-Muslim
or anti-immigration political parties increased the risk of radicalisation (bottom-up

model)

3. The role of the family has a significant impact on the process of radicalisation (top-

down model)



4. Individuals with certain characteristics like uneducated young males with criminal

past are more prone to be radicalised (bottom-up model)

1.2. Limitations

In my dissertation on the phenomenon of radicalisation, I have encountered several
limiting factors and methodological limitations. Due to my current conditions, I was not
able to obtain field research and conduct interviews with foreign fighters who returned
from ISIS-controlled territory. Moreover, given the limited availability of quantitative
and primary data related to the causes of radicalisation, it is very difficult to reach
relatively generally applicable conclusions, because of the individual nature of the

radicalisation process.

The point is that while secondary sources and official studies on Islamist radicalisation
offer reliable and valid information on the socio-economic or demographic data of the
jihadists, information on complex social processes or individual motives is very difficult
to obtain. Another caveat is the limited size of the sample of jihadists that have been
researched and the lack of conducted interviews with radicalised individuals due to
difficulties in gaining access to those directly involved in terrorist activities (Dalgaard-
Nielsen, 2010: 805). There is an overwhelming number of concepts and theories that
focus on research into the radicalisation process, however, the problem is that there is
only a limited amount of tangible evidence on the veracity of individual hypotheses

(Pisoui, 2016: 3).

But the problem is not only a limited amount of empirical research focusing on
radicalised individuals who have adopted militant Islamism. Because even from this
relatively limited number of studies, most of them examine a sample of Islamic
jihadists, which consists of foreign terrorist fighters as well as home-grown terrorists.
Therefore, it was very difficult to filter information exclusively about the dataset of
foreign fighters. I have proceeded by first relying on more general information about
jihadists and only then if there were available more specific data, I have worked with

information on a specific group of foreign fighters fighting for ISIS.

Moreover, I have worked only with the literature which was accessible in English or
French language. It is needed to say that the detailed analysis of the overall security

situation in the three examined countries is outside of the scope of my diploma thesis.
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As well as worldwide research on the radicalisation of countries other than the three
case studies is excluded from the scope of my dissertation. Finally, the research on de-
radicalisation theories or analysis of countering violence programs are also out of the

scope of my thesis.

1. 3. Methodology

In terms of methodology, my diploma thesis can be classified as a comparative case
study that compares the radicalisation process in three different cases. In general
comparative case studies focus on more general knowledge about research questions.
They underline comparisons within and across contexts. Comparative case studies seem
to be an appropriate methodological framework, especially when it is not possible to
choose an experimental design of work or when “there is a need to understand and
explain how features within the context influence particular processes” (Goodrick,

2014: 2).

My comparative technique will lie in testing which radicalisation model - behavioural
or cognitive - is more explanatory in three distinct cases. I explore several inputs
representing particular pathways to radicalisation. Firstly I need to verify whether
chosen inputs actually lead to radicalisation. Secondly, I suppose that each input
corresponds with one of the models, thus based on clarifying of connection between
inputs and models I will be able to identify whether endogenous or exogenous factors

are more decisive in the radicalisation process in three chosen countries.

As I am not able to obtain primary data and conduct interviews with former ISIS foreign
fighters I will mainly work with secondary data such as qualitative and quantitative
studies and analysis researched by scholars and experts specializing in jihadist
radicalisation. Moreover, I will also work with demographic data about examined
countries and jihadist samples provided by statistical databases like Pew Research
centre. In my case studies, [ will rely mainly on research reports published by Globsec
Institute or the International centre for Counter-terrorism. More specifically to analyse
Belgian foreign fighters, the research conducted by Van Ostaeyen and Van Vlierden
seems to be a very useful source of information. In the case study of France, I will
mainly build on the Marc Hecker study which can provide very valuable data and shed

light on the radicalisation process of French jihadists. Finally, in the British case study, I



will primarily work with research focused on British jihadists engaged in global terrorist
movements published by Institute for Global Change. Besides the mentioned sources

and research, I will of course work with many other studies.



2. Radicalisation, violent extremism and terrorism — definitions and
correlation between them

Radicalisation is not an entirely new phenomenon, however, before 2001 mentions of
radicalisation in the press were quite rare (Sedgwick, 2010: 480). In contrast following
September 2001 and after the terrorist attacks in Madrid and London, the study of the
process of radicalisation, its causes, and the contributing factors is becoming
increasingly important, whether in Europe or worldwide (Dzhekova, 2016: 5). In
general, the term radicalisation is considered very unclear and problematic. This
confusion is stemming from the ubiquity, ambiguity, and complexity which surround
the concept of radicalisation. The ubiquity of the term lies in the fact that it is used in
various contexts or agendas. In particular, Sedgwick proposes that radicalisation is
widely used in three different agendas — security, integration, and foreign policy agenda

(Sedgwick, 2010: 485-488).

As the very complex nature of radicalisation, Hafez introduces the term radicalisation
puzzle for covering the whole area of issues connected with this phenomenon. He
suggested it for two simple reasons. First, radicalisation is a very perplexing form of
deviation which needs to be explained, and second, the term puzzle is maybe an even
more appropriate word than the term process which indicates a linear sequence of
phases which is not precise because scholars mentioned that there is an absence of
visible pattern in radicalisation (Hafez, 2015: 959). Despite the lack of consensus about
the issues related to radicalisation, there are a few points on which the majority of
scholars agree. Firstly it is generally accepted that radicalisation is a gradual ,,process*.
The second point of convergence is that the process of radicalisation includes
socialization in ,,extremist belief system* and last but not least this system may or may

not lead to violence (Hafez, 2015: 960).



On the other hand, according to Neumann, there are two crucial points of contention in
defining radicalisation. First of all, it is the issue of end-points that indicates if the
process of radicalisation ends either in the development of radical ideas or in
committing violent acts. Second of all is the context of radicalisation which points out
the relative nature of what is meant to be radical (Neumann, 2013: 850). Thus it is
essential to realize that we cannot consider it as an absolute concept (Sedgwick, 2010:
480). The problem is that the term radical has no precise meaning on its own and it is
highly context-dependent. This means that the terms extremist or radical need to be
positioned on the one side of the continuum while on the opposite side of the continuum
we can find the term moderate (Sedgwick, 2010: 481). It is needed to choose some
benchmark or continuum based on which we can distinguish what is meant to be the

mainstream and what radical (Neumann, 2013: 875).

2.1. Academic definitions

To create effective and potent counter-radicalisation measures it is crucial to fully
comprehend the correlation between the phenomena of radicalisation, violent
extremism, and terrorism. There have been many debates about whether radicalisation
can be considered a precursor to terrorism. In this chapter, I will provide several
examples of definitions of radicalisation, violent extremism, and terrorism widely used
in the academic literature and policy documents. Although these terms are often used
interchangeably, differences between them were defined by experts researching

radicalisation.

Neumann observes the difference between radicalisation and violent extremism. He
claims that extremism represents the most basic version of radicalisation (Neumann,
2013: 874). Mandel contends that ,radicalisation is a change in the degree of
extremism” (Mandel, 2009: 111). Schmid adds that both concepts are considered as
ideal-types as direct opposition to mainstream society (Schmid, 2011:630). According
to Boetticher both radicalism and extremism have in common that they indicate socio-
political tendencies on the peripheries of a liberal-democratic society. However, there
exist several fundamental distinctions between them. Radical movements use violence
more or less selectively, while extremist movements tend to adopt mass violence as a
legitimate tool. Extremism 1is considered anti-democratic, radicalism is rather

emancipatory than anti-democratic per se. Furthermore, radical movement is usually in
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opposition to a particular establishment, while extremism is against anyone who
disagrees with its concept of transformation of society (Boetticher, 2017: 2). To

illustrate different definitions of extremism I provide an overview table.

Extremism

Neumann ,,Extremism refers to political ideologies that oppose a society’s
core values and principles. In the context of liberal democracies
this could be applied to any ideology that advocates racial or
religious supremacy and/or opposes the core principles of

democracy and universal human rights* (2010: 12)

Mandel ,-Radicalisation is to extremism as velocity is to position. That is,
radicalisation is a (positive) change in the degree of extremism

expressed by an individual or group* (2009 :111)

Schmid ,»while radicals might be violent or not, might be democrats or
not, extremists are never democrats and ,,although both terms
can be seen as ideal types and explained in terms of deviation
from the mainstream or the status quo, extremism has some
distinguishing features such as the rejection of pluralism, use of
force over persuasion, collective goals over individual freedom,

compared to more rational radicals“ (2011:630)

Overview table of widely — used academic definitions of extremism

Another blurred borderline is between the concepts of radicalisation and terrorism. The
problem lies in the fact that conflating between them thwarted opportunities to
effectively counter against either of them (Borum, 2011: 2). Against these two terms are
closely connected, we can observe significant distinctions between them. Veldhuis and
Staun provide an explanation of this distinction - “terrorism is above all a political tool
that, irrespective of its success rate, is used in an attempt to bring about political or
societal change*“(Veldhuis, 2009: 6). Radicalisation, on the other hand, is a ,,process of
transformation that in itself does not serve a clearly defined purpose and that does not
necessarily have to be related to violence” (ibid.). Furthermore, Sprinzak observes
terrorism as the ,product of the most extreme form of the radicalisation
process“(Sprinzak, 1991: 51). Likewise, Borum considers radicalisation as only one
possible pathway to terrorism. In a nutshell the majority of scholars advocates that
terrorism can be seen as a possible end-product of the radicalisation process (Neumann,

2013: 879).



As I mentioned above ,,there are numerous definitions of radicalisation, and the term is
highly contested in academic as well as policy discourses and the vast majority of
experts consider it a poorly defined term* (Dzhekova, 2016: 9). Moreover, the meaning

of radicalisation can vary with particular context, place, and time.

Radicalisation

Della Porta “radicalisation referred to the actual use of violence, with

escalation in terms of forms and intensity” (2012: 6)

Schmid ,radicalisation studies approach the field of extremism and
terrorism by focusing on the processes through which individuals
become socialized into engaging in political violence without

moral restraints” (2011: 217)

Borum, Veldhuis, Staun | “ broader sense of radicalisation, put the emphasis on the active
pursuit or acceptance of far-reaching changes in society, which
may or may not constitute a danger to democracy and may or
may not involve the threat of or use of violence to attain the
stated goals,” and “ violent radicalisation, emphasizes the active
pursuit or acceptance of the use of violence to attain the stated

goal” (2011 : 4)

Barlett non-violent/cognitive radicalisation — refers to “the process by
which individuals come to hold radical views in relation to the
status quo but do not undertake, or directly aid or abet terrorist
activity referred to as radicals.“ On the contrary, violent
radicalisation is “a process by which individuals come to
undertake terrorist activity, or directly aid or abet terrorism‘

(2010 : 10)

Dalgaard-Nielsen ,»A radical is understood as a person harbouring a deep-felt desire
for fundamental socio-political changes and radicalisation is
understood as a growing readiness to pursue and support far-
reaching changes in society that conflict with, or pose a direct
threat to the existing order. Conversely, violent radicalisation is a
process in which radical ideas are accompanied by the
development of a willingness to directly support or engage in

violent acts* (2010:798)

Crosset ,radicalisation is the process by which an individual, group, or

mass of people undergo a transformation from participating in




the political process via legal means to the use or support of

violence for political purposes® (2010)

Wilner ,radicalisation is a personal process in which individuals adopt
extreme political, social, and/or religious ideals and aspirations,
and where the attainment of particular goals justifies the use of

indiscriminate violence® (2010 : 38)

Table of widely — used academic definitions of radicalisation

Several fault lines are associated with the notion of radicalisation. Arguably the key
challenge concerns the difference between cognitive and behavioural radicalisation.
Despite the close link between radical views and violence, there is no automatic causal
link between them because people and groups with radical convictions do not
necessarily have to commit acts of violence. On the other hand, violent action does not
have to be necessarily motivated by radical frames of thinking (Dzhekova, 2016: 7).
Attitude-behaviour axis is observed as central regarding the definition of radicalisation
by many scholars. Neumann and Borum distinguish between cognitive and behavioural
radicalisation. They state that ,,ideology and action are sometimes connected, but not
always.” (Borum, 2011: 30). Similarly, Sageman and Della Porta assume that radical
behaviour and attitudes are linked but “cannot be understood as necessarily dependent”
(Della Porta, 2012:7). The authors like Horgan and Borum strictly separate between
cognitive radicalisation and political violence (Neumann, 2013: 886). According to
them, cognitive radicalisation focuses on extremist beliefs and views while behavioural
radicalisation stresses extremist behaviour and violent actions (Neumann, 2013: 873).
They advocate that ,,action pathways as the actual involvement in terrorism are only one

of many pathways towards terrorism*“(Hafez, 2015: 961).

Regarding specific definitions of radicalisation, for example, Della Porta and LaFree
underline earlier notions of radicalisation which were used in the academic community
in the 1970s (Della Porta, 2012: 6). Schmid focuses more on radical actions and
socialization in political violence (Schmid, 2011: 217). Borum, Veldhuis, and Staun
differentiate between violent radicalisation and political radicalism when they stress that
violent radicalisation, put the emphasis on the use of violence (Borum 2011: 4) in
contrast with a broader sense of radicalisation, where the emphasis is placed on
acceptance of changes in society, which may not necessarily lead to violence (ibid.).

Similarly, Dalgaard-Nielsen distinguishes between broader terms of radicalism and
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violent radicalisation (Dalgaard-Nielsen, 2010: 798). Other authors like Crosset or
Spitaletta adopt sociological and psychological approaches toward radicalisation. Most

recently Wilner observes radicalisation as a process of transformative learning.

Finally, we can distinguish between religion-inspired, mainly Islamist radicalisation,
left or right-wing radicalisation, ethno-nationalist, or single-issue radicalisation
(Dzhekova, 2016: 5). In my diploma thesis, I will focus solely on Islamist radicalisation,
while other types of radical beliefs will be out of the scope of my research. Islamist
radicalisation involves adopting a belief that, ,,to recreate an Islamic state, Muslims
must not only adhere to a strict Salafist or ultraconservative interpretation of Islam but
also wage jihad, defined as armed struggle against the enemies of Islam ” (Rabasa,

2010: 2).

2.2. Law enforcement definitions

Except for academic definitions, I will also provide some law enforcement definitions.
In each of them, the emphasis is slightly different. For example UK and US definitions
— each describes different types of radicalisation — UK stresses cognitive part of
radicalisation refers to the adoption of ideology on the contrary US underlines
behavioural one connected to violence. French definition underlines behavioural change
of radicalised individuals and Belgian plan against radicalisation includes both mental

change and also terrorist actions.

UK Extremism is “vocal or active opposition to fundamental British
values, including democracy, the rule of law, individual liberty
and mutual respect and tolerance of different faiths and beliefs”
and radicalisation is defined as a ,,process by which a person
comes to support terrorism and extremist ideologies associated

with terrorist groups® (Prevent strategy, 2016)

Us radicalisation is the “process of adopting an extremist belief
system, including the willingness to use, support, or facilitate
violence, as a method to effect social change” (US Department

of Homeland Security, 2007)

France “radicalisation is a change in behaviour that can lead some
people to extremism and terrorism” (Ministére de I'Intérieur,

2019)
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Belgium »a process during which a person or a group of persons
experiences such influences that this person or this group of

people will, at some point, be mentally molded or disposed to

commit terrorist acts“ (Plan R : 2016)

Table of policy definitions of radicalisation and extremism

I consider violent radicalisation of actions as the essential part of the radicalisation
process since I will work with two specific models of radicalisation in my diploma
thesis — PET and NYPD, whose fourth and final phase represents direct participation in
a terrorist group. Therefore I assume that the radicalisation of actions is crucial for the
needs of my dissertation. In contrast, the non-violent phase of radicalisation escalated
only in accepting radical ideas and not in committing violent action will be out of the
scope of my dissertation. That's why I will take into account only definitions of violent
radicalisation. This type of definition provides authors like Dalgaard Nielsen, Borum, or
Barlett. More specifically Barlett's definition seems to correspond most closely to the
focus of my thesis because it describes the process during which individuals “undertake
terrorist activity, or directly aid or abet terrorism” (Barlett, 2010: 10). Moreover given
that I will analyse the radicalisation process in more detail in three specific countries
(UK, France, Belgium), the definitions of the radicalisation of those countries will be

also essential for me.
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3. Islamic state and the phenomenon of foreign fighters

At the beginning of 2014, a new threat arose in the Middle East, the transnational
radical Sunni organization Islamic State (Islamic State of Iraq and Levanta or Islamic
State of Iraq and Syria, or Daesh), which on July 29, declared a caliphate in parts of Iraq
and civil war-torn Syria (Prague student summit, 2014:2). Large areas of these two
states were ruled and occupied by this Islamist insurgent and the terrorist group from
2014 to 2017. The group has formed a global network of supporters and jihadists, from
terrorist groups in several other countries, such as Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Egypt,
Indonesia, Nigeria, Pakistan, the Philippines, Saudi Arabia, and Yemen (Blanchard,
2018: 17). David Kilcullen contended that for West, IS represents ,, a larger, more
unified, capable, experienced and savage enemy, in a less stable, more fragmented
region, with a far higher level of geopolitical competition, and a much more severe risk

of great-power conflict, than at any time since 9/11" (Jones, 2017: 15).

According to Moghadam, ISIS should be classified rather as an ideology than a religion.
Gaub specified that ISIS is a cult and it went beyond the label of ,,terrorist organization
or a proto-state with territorial ambition" (Gaub, 2016: 113). He argues that the method
of recruitment and incorporation of new members, especially from Western states, is
almost the same compared to the techniques of other well-known cults from the 60s or

70s (Gaub, 2016: 115).

ISIS is a symptom of the political bankruptcy of the Middle East, the fragmentation and
delegitimization of state institutions, as well as the expansion of the civil war in Iraq
and Syria. The cause of the development and growth of ISIS lies in the difficult political
and social circumstances in Arab societies, as well as in regional or global rivalries. The
key factor is the ongoing, decades-long crisis of government and the economy. The

birth of the Islamic State was thus defined by four primary factors (Gerges, 2017: 23).

1.) ISIS can be understood as the expansion of al-Qaeda in Iraq, which arose as a result
of the US invasion of Iraq in 2003. By destroying state institutions, the invasion
strengthened the general division by ethnic and religious lines, creating a particularly
favourable environment for the birth and expansion of jihadist groups (Gerges, 2017:

24)
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2.) The fragmentations of the post-Saddam political establishment and its inability to
pursue policies that promote national identity have deepened the climate of mistrust

between Sunnis and Shiites (Caris, 2014: 230)

3.) The disintegration of state institutions in Syria and its fall into total war (Gerges,

2017: 22)

4.) The failure of the Arab Spring - the Arab Spring became a moment of emancipation
that could change the Arab Middle East in a progressive spirit. ISIS would not have
succeeded without much interplay between authoritarian Arab rulers and their regional

and global patrons (Gerges, 2017: 24)
Goal

In general, we can observe that ISIS has a revolutionary and apocalyptic vision of the
world, where ISIS supporters will overthrow the current world order and defeat the
»anti-Christ" (Schmid, 2015: 48). Therefore the main official goal was to establish a
state that would unite Muslim ummah and atone for the injustices created by the
artificial creation of borders from the days of colonialism. But it is also about taking
over power, influence, and territory. In general raison d'étre of the Islamic State has
long been primarily Pan- Islamic expansion (Prague student summit, 2014: 8). ISIS
leaders and supporters want to introduce an orthodox form of interpretation of Islam,
rejecting any innovation and adaptation of religion to the modern world. Anyone who
disagrees with their religious ideology is labelled a heretic and severely punished. They
fight purely for Sunni Islam, other offshoots of Islam are seen as heretical and hostile

(The diplomat, 2014).

Ideology

The ideology of IS fighters is most often based on Salafism (whose one of the main
branch is jihadism) Wahhabism and militant Islamism (Wiktorowicz, 2006: 208) which
is ,,centred on a narrative that Islam and Muslims are constantly attacked and humiliated
by the West, Israel, and corrupt local regimes in Muslim countries." (Dalgaard-Nielsen,

2010: 798).

For this thesis, it is important to distinguish between jihadism as a ,,modern

revolutionary ideology" and jihad as one of the cornerstones of Islam as such, denoting
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all kinds of struggles from spiritual, political, religious, personal, or military (Neumann,
2014: 9). The characteristic feature of Jihadists is downplaying non-violent forms of
jihad and, conversely, emphasizing the understanding of jihad in terms of the struggle

for the liberation of the ummah (ibid.).

3.1. History of Islamism in Europe

As for the tradition and roots of Islamist radicalisation in Western Europe, we can
proceed from several preconditions which affected it, namely the immigration, colonial
history, and the situation of Muslim immigrant minorities in the host countries. These
aspects had a direct impact on a high number of foreign fighters from Western Europe
who fought for IS. Previous research and studies have indicated that the process of
penetration of jihadist networks or spreading radical Islam or terrorism in Europe has
gone through four basic stages (Pisoiu, 2014: 773). The first phase in the 1980s was
characterized by the fact that Europe played the role of a kind of marginal operational
base. At that time, the biggest radical threat was small jihadist groups with a national
orientation, whose main goal was to influence the political situation in their country of
origin. The second phase in the 1990s was marked by the creation of international
Islamic radical networks like the Salafist Group for Call and Combat (GSPC), Hamas,
Ansar al-Islam, or Hezbollah in many European countries such as France, Belgium, the
UK, and Spain. The third period at the turn of the century is associated with the
involvement of European states in the war in Iraq. Vidino called this period the home-
grown phase (Vidino, 2011: 1-4). After 9/11, we can observe a significant change in
jihadist networks around the world connected with the declaration of the War on Terror
by the President of the US. Some authors label a fourth phase, the so-called ,,linkage
phase, which is associated with the emergence of linkages between home-grown
networks and al-Qaeda affiliated groups" (Dzhekova, 2016: 44). The apocalyptic
ideology of the Islamic State, its revolutionary intent towards the strategic importance
of the Middle East, and transnational terrorism have raised concerns among political
figures around the world and sparked a global debate on strategies and political options

for defeating this terrorist group (Blanchard, 2018: 1).

3.2. The concept of Foreign Fighters
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For the purposes of this thesis, it is needed to define the term foreign fighter. Again
there is no generally accepted definition of this concept. This paper will use the
definition of David Malet which describes foreign fighter 1) as an ,,agent who has
joined, and operates within the confines of, an insurgency, 2) lacks citizenship of the
conflict state or kinship links to its warring factions, 3) lacks affiliation to an official
military organization, and 4) is unpaid, which distinguishes foreign fighters from

international terrorists" (Malet, 2009: 9).

The phenomenon of foreign fighters is currently most associated with Muslims, who
have joined the jihad mainly for religious and ideological reasons, especially related to
the feeling of suffering ummah. However, foreign fighters are involved in conflicts not
only because of identity sharing. They often identify with the warring party of a given
conflict based on ethnicity, the personal crisis they are currently going through, or
because they want to experience the adventurous life of a warrior. Although the history
of foreign fighters dates back to the Spanish or Russian Civil War it was the Afghan
resistance to the Soviets in the 1980s that provided the framework for the foreign

fighters of our time (Mendelsohn, 2011: 190).

Hegghammer offers several hypotheses why the phenomenon of foreign fighters
became so popular only after 1980. Most often, foreign fighters engage in asymmetric
conflicts, where at least one of the parties is a non-state actor, such as a guerrilla force
or another irregular external group. They especially participate in interreligious and very
bloody conflict or foreign interventions — and this type of conflict was very popular in
the 1980s. Furthermore, the political status of the territory in which particular conflict
occurs can also affect the number of foreign fighters — in this case invasion of
independent countries is perceived by the Muslim public as a serious act of aggression
which can lead to a higher level of mobilization of foreign fighters. The second
hypothesis takes into account the type of local insurgents in a given conflict, whether
they have, for example, certain qualities such as Islamic ideology or if there is a pre-
existing link with some other countries. As well as an absence of government
obstruction can ease the entry of foreign fighters in the conflict country. A fourth
hypothesis is based on the mass mobilization of recruits which required widespread use
of communications technologies, and social media. The fifth explanation of the greater
motivation of foreign fighters builds on the fact that the Islamist movement has evolved

during recent decades (Hegghammer, 2010: 65-68). Behind the growth of foreign
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fighters in the IS, it is also possible to see the successes in conquering cities, for
example, the occupation of Mosul caused their exponential growth (Gaub, 2016: 116).
Hegghamer concludes that a combination of these factors led to an increase in the
number of foreign fighters (Hegghammer, 2010: 68). Three-quarters of the foreign
contingent comes from the following four countries - France, United Kingdom,
Belgium, and Germany (Gaub, 2016: 116). Due to the high proportion of foreign
fighters from these Western European countries, the situation regarding the
radicalisation processes in the given countries (except Germany) will be elaborated in

the empirical part.
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4. Theories of radicalisation

From the theoretical perspective, I will lay out the main models of radicalisation based
on which is radicalisation examined. According to Crossett and Spitaletta, sixteen
theories are explaining the root causes and circumstances of radicalisation (Borum,
2011: 16). However, 1 would like to briefly analyse basic concepts of only three
generally accepted and contributive theories. Namely social movement theory (top-
down), social psychology (top-down), and conversion theory (bottom-up). In the second
part of this chapter, I will take a look at empirical research which is not based on any
theoretical foundations. This type of research represents a very valuable source of
information about the common personal background of terrorists or radicalised persons.
I have decided not to take into consideration the sociologist approach because it does
not provide an answer to the question of why only a small segment of the population
exposed to the same structural impacts eventually become violently radicalized

(Dalgaard-Nielsen, 2010: 801).

4.1. Social movement theory and social network theory

One of the most significant theoretical frameworks for grasping the process of
radicalisation is social movement theory (SMT) and social network theory (Dalgaard-
Nielsen, Della Porta & LaFree, Sageman, Wiktorowicz). To clarify what exactly the
social movement is Zald and McCarthy provide a definition - ,,social movement is a set
of opinions and beliefs in a population, which represents preferences for changing some
elements of the social structure and/or reward distribution of a society" (Zald, 1987).
The theory as such has evolved dynamically over the last decades, resulting in the three
most well-known contemporary influences - New Social Movement Theory, Resource
Mobilization Theory, and Framing Theory which is rooted in constructivist approaches
and puts an emphasis on interpretation of social reality (Borum, 2011: 17-18). The SMT
shed the light on the question which radicalisation experts have long sought to answer -
how from activists become radical terrorists? This theory underlines that social or

intersubjective processes are crucial motivating factors for radicalisation (Dalgaard,

2010: 802).

In general, these studies emphasize ,.the role of social bonds and networks and the

individual's interaction with a radical group for radicalisation and recruitment processes
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and alignment of the individual's with the group's frame of reference, values, and
beliefs" (Veldhuis, 2009: 43). The essential contention of social movement/network
theorists is that ,,violent radicalisation is about who you know—radical ideas are
transmitted by social networks and violent radicalisation takes place within smaller
groups, where bonding, peer pressure, and indoctrination gradually changes the
individual's view of the world" (Sageman, 2004: 158). Moreover, this theory points out
that to better understand radicalisation, it is necessary to analyse how a given group
encourages potential members to participate, how recruitment networks are formed, and
how radicalized individuals take over the group's interests as their own (Borum, 2011:
48). Related to radicalisation, initial contact with the radical movement often occurs
through pre-existing contacts within personal relationships and networks. Only when a
potential member of the group accepts the basic principles, a closer interaction within

the movement begins (Wiktorowicz, 2004: 16).

Furthermore, recent SMT studies reveal that grievances are not solely preconditions of
radical actions. Instead, radicalisation is defined as a social process through which the
interaction with a radical group takes place. Through this process, the particular
individual is gradually convinced by the radical movement that perceived grievances are
sufficient reason to personally engage in violent actions. Adoption of extreme
worldviews can be facilitated by social pressures and social bonding within peer groups
(Dalgaard-Nielsen, 2010: 803). Therefore the biggest strength of the group lies in ,,a
powerful rhetoric and recruiting strategy which may convince him/her to join the
movement, even when the individual may lack motivation at the beginning" (Horgan,
2008: 80). After the potential members are fully integrated into the radical movement,
the group provides them with a feeling of being accepted, a sense of belonging, and

even with the meaning of life (Neumann and Rogers, 2007: 71).

It is needed to say that by identifying the current militant Islamism as the global social
movement, the theory of social movement offers several new insights and sheds light on
the process of radicalisation (Horgan, 2008: 20). Also, the fact that modern jihad can be
considered leader-less without a central authority and hierarchical structure underlines
the importance of group/friendship and kinship ties, which this theory regarded as
crucial (Sageman, 2004).
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4.2. Socio-psychological and psychological approaches

Another important stream of scholars explores the potential contribution of socio-
psychological and psychological approaches to shed light on the conditions of violent
radicalisation in Europe from the psychological perspective (Dalgaard-Nielsen, 2008).
Social psychology is one of the subdisciplines of psychology and focuses mainly on
group behaviour, group relationships, and group influences on the individual. One of the
most prominent experts in the field of social psychology, Gordon Allport, defined this
subdiscipline as "an attempt to understand and explain how individuals' thinking,
feeling, and behaviour are affected by the actual, perceived or implied presence of
others" (Allport, 1954: 5). In the case of radicalisation, social psychology concentrates
on intergroup dynamics and the conflicts within them. Social psychology observes

several visible impacts of groups in the process of radicalisation (Borum, 2011: 20):

First, in a group context, radical tendencies and attitudes of individuals are inclined to
be more extreme. This phenomenon is called group polarization. Secondly, we can
observe less rational and much more biased decision-making within groupthink.
Similarly, in the group, there is often bias based on cleavage in-group / out-group. The
members of the group tend to perceive their group much more positively than it is, and
on the contrary, they ascribe significantly negative attributes to other people outside the
group (Borum, 2011: 21). Another important point is that individuals feel less
personally responsible for the actions of the group as a whole, compared to their
individual actions. In the group, responsibilities have been dispersed over all members
and the threshold for violent behaviour is lowered (McCauley, 1987: 231-256). A
further reason why to join groups is the vision of rewards. These positive stimuli vary
from individual to individual - it can be, for example, a search for the personal meaning
of life, or a sense of belonging, a desire for adventure, or a way to meet material needs
for survival. For compliance with group internal standards and members' thinking and
behaviour, the group usually uses social pressure. Mainly based on social psychology,
McCauley and Sophia Moskalenko have identified several crucial "mechanisms" of

political radicalisation (ibid.).

From the psychological perspective, the two key psychological factors influencing
whether a person enters the process of radicalisation are motive and vulnerability. ,,.By

definition, the motive is an emotion, desire, physiological need, or similar impulse that
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acts as an incitement to action, and vulnerability refers to susceptibility or liability to
succumb, as to persuasion or temptation" (Borum, 2004: 24). According to academics
researching radicalisation neither of the two factors in itself is sufficient for the
beginning of radicalisation process. However, the synergistic effect of these two
dynamics can significantly increase the probabilities of radicalisation (Borum, 2004:
26). Based on recent studies and literature three motivational themes - injustice,
identity, and belonging - seem to be the most ,,prominent and consistent" (Horgan,
2003: 43). The need to grasp vulnerabilities should not be confused with the quest for
"terrorist personality" (ibid.). Horgan has observed the issue of vulnerability as "factors
that point to some people having a greater openness to increased engagement than

others" (Horgan in press).

4.3. Conversion theory

I also provide a brief insight into the topic of radicalisation through the lenses of
conversion theory. This thread of theory development draws attention somewhat less to
interactions in social networks or on power or activity of collective movement and
»more on the individual process of transforming beliefs and ideologies—often regarded
as conversion" (Rambo, 1993). "The intellectual mode of conversion begins with an
individual, private investigation of possible new grounds of being or personal
fulfilment, for instance by reading books, watching television, attending lectures, and
other ways in which it is increasingly possible to adopt alternate ideologies and ways of
life" (Lofland, 1981: 376). Conversion theory builds on Randy Borum's study that a
radical individual is the result of the interaction of personal motives for radicalisation
and a vulnerability to be radicalized. Representatives of the conversion theory Lofland
and Skonovd also introduce two factors of radicalisation - predisposing conditions and
situational factors. With this integrative notion of the process of radicalisation, they
overcome the dualistic view of whether personal traits or situational contexts are more
important for radicalisation. Moreover by using an ,active conversion paradigm,
perhaps a comparable array of radicalisation motifs might be conceptualized to help

aggregate the many diverse radicalisation pathways" (Borum, 2011: 23).

Richardson and Kilbourne distinguish between two categories of conversion, active and
passive. In the case of active conversion, a convert is considered a rational actor, who

decides on the ground of a well-thought-through goal or motivation. Passive conversion,
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in contrast, takes place based on a random decision resulting from a crisis that an
individual is facing at a given time (Richardson, 1998: 1072). ,,As mentioned above, the
conversion theory is not interested in the dynamics and efficiency of any social group
but it focuses exclusively on the direct motivation of individuals and the analysis of

their behaviour and their inner decision-making processes" (Wenlin, 2017: 60).

4.4. Empirical approaches

Finally, it is also possible to examine radicalisation from the outlook of empirical
approaches. These studies and research are not based on any specific theoretical
framework, but with their empirical data, they contribute to information about the
processes and factors of radicalisation. ,,The empiricist studies first collect data from
some case studies, then, based on the observed patterns and dynamics, point to the
importance of social factors and connections, but also other factors, such as individual

needs and inclinations" (Dalgaard-Nielsen, 2010: 806).

Based on the review of literature, the scholars like Marc Sageman, Edwin Bakker, Peter
Nesser, or Thomas Hegghammer provide the most promising and contributive
empiricist studies. For the purposes of this dissertation, I have chosen to outline the
outcomes from the datasets of Bakker and Sageman. I would also like to briefly mention
Nesser's differentiation of roles in jihadist groups. To initially illustrate the European
terrorist ,,profile", I picked the empirical studies of the authors who conducted
empiricist research about the terrorists from all over Europe. In further chapters of my
thesis, [ narrow my focus only to radicalized individuals from Belgium, France, and the
UK who fought for Islamic State. Peter Nesser, who conducted the empirical research
on violent radicalisation, points out that within the radical group we can distinguish
between different types of persons who have different motives and paths toward violent
radicalisation. He draws the line between the radicalisation pathways of the role of
leader, protegé, misfit, and drifter. Since the aim of my thesis is not to differentiate
between the particular roles of radicalized individuals in ISIS T will not examine it in

more detail (Nesser, 2004: 10).

Bakker who was methodologically inspired by Sageman analysed biographical data
about more than 200 individuals charged with terrorism in Europe (Dalgaard-Nielsen,

2010: 805). He collected information in a time framework between the years 2001 and
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2006. The analysed individuals varied widely in age (from 16 -59 years old), however,
most of them were in their mid-twenties when have become engaged in militant jihadist
activity. Almost all were European citizens (and joined the terrorist organizations in
their resident countries), but the majority of them were from non-European countries of
origin, mainly from the region of the Middle East and North Africa. More than half had
a lower socio-economic background, which can be a reflection of the general socio-
economic status of Muslim immigrants in Europe (Bakker, 2006: 52). Fewer than a
quarter were raised in religious families, but most of them convert to Islam during their

lives.

In contrast to Bakker, Marc Sageman observes that most of the jihadists came from
middle-class families and raised in secular families (Sageman, 2004). Both authors
agree that most of them had a high school level education. But fifteen percent were
unemployed, and it is estimated that almost a third were worked in unskilled jobs.
Bakker found out that only one in three appeared to be unmarried at the time of his
arrest and nearly a quarter had a criminal background (Bakker, 2006: 55). On the
contrary, Sageman claims that the criminal background of individuals in his dataset is
very rare. Very important information is also that nearly a half was related through

friendship and kinship (Sageman, 2004).

Bakker research showed that most of the people in his analysed sample were radicalized
in the country where they currently live, and he emphasizes that the majority of the
analysed radical group consisted of people of about the same age, or more - less the
same residential area. He also notes that within groups, we can observe the self-
recruitment pattern of radicalisation rather than recruitment through a formal terrorist /
radical movement (Bakker, 2006: 52). His dataset also emphasizes a point that the
individuals entered radicalisation process or involved with terrorism in Europe ,,vary
widely in term of socioeconomic background, education, occupation, family status,
previous criminal record, and so on" (Bakker 2006, 53). Therefore it is evident this
variety of distinct personal traits cannot be explained solely based on socio-economic

explanations of radicalisation.

Bakker empirical research confirms the premise of social network theory or social
psychology that for understanding the violent radicalisation the group processes and

socialization into the particular radical group are more important than ,,psychological
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characteristics or socioeconomic deprivation" (Dalgaard, 2010: 805). However, on the
account of the fact that in the studies of radicalisation we cannot consider anything as
unequivocal without any ambiguity, there are also some caveats. In line with Sageman,
Bakker emphasizes the same type of mobilization and recruitment — recruitment through
social networks. According to them, the social bonds significantly facilitate the entry

into armed jihad or Islamist movement (Bakker, 2006).

In a nutshell, when looking at these theories and approaches toward radicalisation,
different theoretical points of departure emerge, each with distinct explanatory
background factors of radicalisation. Social Movement or Social Network Theory has
helped to emphasize the importance of social bonds and interaction between members
of radical groups. Social psychology has transcended the study of human behaviour
based on a preoccupation with individual traits, to emphasize the ,, power of situations
and social interaction, influence, and conflict at collective levels" (Borum, 2011: 31).
Finally, conversion theory brings these concepts together, referring ,,to the importance
of integrating predisposing conditions and situational factors in understanding causes of
extremism" (ibid.). H