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Non-Technical Summary 
Introduction 

The Prosecution Project (tPP) has collected data on cases in which individuals or groups 
engage in political violence that results in a felony or has been described through State speech as 
having a connection to a terrorist or extremist group with a political agenda. Specifically, this 
analysis is looking at several key variables in the relationship between ideology and the political 
violence itself.  
Results 

Ideology and Lethality 
There are more instances of political violence that do not result in a death, but of the ones 

that do, Rightist groups commit more of these attacks than other groups.  
Ideology and People vs. Property 
Salafi, Jihadist, or Islamic groups commit more attacks against no direct target than any 

other group. Rightist groups have more cases in which they attack property than people.  
Tactic and Physical Target 
Threat/support of an organization is the most used tactic and has the most cases in the 

online community and against unknown targets. 
Ideology and Ideological Target 
Salafi, Jihadist, or Islamic groups have more cases in which they attack unspecified 

ideological targets more than any other group. 
Ideology and State Speech 
No group affiliation and Leftist groups have more cases in which they use state speech 

than the other groups 
Tactic and Group Affiliation & FTO Affiliation 
Salafi, Jihadist, or Islamist individuals tend to have strong tactic of threat/support of an 

organization,and the rightist tend to external device as their tactic. And group that affiliation with 
an FTO, individuals tend to provide material/financial support to the terrorist organization. No 
affiliation with an FTO, leads to more use of an external device. 

Ideology and Location 
Salafi, Jihadist, or Islamist Individuals commit more attacks in the East Coast, West 

Coast, and Midwest areas in the United States. Rightist groups commit more attacks in the 
Central area of United States. Leftist only have two states in which they commit the most 
political violence.  
Conclusions 

Not all groups of categorical variables have obvious trends, only few categories have 
some significant trends under each variable based on the plots. The deeper analysis will examine 
this in the technical report part.  



 

Technical Report 
Introduction 

The Prosecution Project (tPP) has collected data on cases in which individuals or groups 
engage in political violence that results in a felony or has been described through State speech as 
having a connection to a terrorist or extremist group with a political agenda. Specifically, this 
report examines how ideological affiliation interacts with the target of the attack, tactic that was 
used, and the manner in which the individual or group was labeled. Each observation in the data 
represents one individual who has engaged in a politically motivated act and has either been 
charged with a felony or labeled as a terrorist. The data looks at a wide range of factors, which 
includes the location of the act, demographics of the attacker, and information on the legal status 
and outcome of the case. In this report, the variables that are focused on are the nature of the 
target (people or property), affiliation with a Foreign Terrorist Organization (FTO), the tactic 
used, the ideological affiliation of the attacker, the physical target, the ideological target, the use 
of State speech to describe the attacker’s motives, the lethality of the attack, and the state in 
which the attack occurred. Additionally, the othered status of the attacker will also be examined, 
which classifies an individual as the average American or different from this image. This report 
examines the relationships among these variables to draw insights into how ideological 
affiliation relates to politically motivated attacks.  
 
Methods 

Several variables were created to better analyze the data. Ideological affiliation was  
originally coded with a one or two word phrase indicating a broad category, followed by a phrase 
indicating a specific category that case falls into. A transformation to this variable resulted in a 
broad ideological affiliation variable, which contains the first word or phrase that contains the 
broad affiliation and a specific ideological affiliation variable, which contains the phrase that 
contains the specific affiliation. The same was done with the physical target, and ideological 
target. A new variable, State speech, was created by selecting instances in which the reason for 
inclusion in the dataset included State speech. A new variable that examines lethality was created 
by determining the quartiles of individuals killed from political violence and creating categories 
based on these quartiles. Additionally, the tactic variable was grouped by the nature of the tactic 
in order to obtain a meaningful interpretation of the results. There were six broad tactic groups 
created from the original 20 tactics. These six broad tactic groups are External Device, Use of a 
Hand-Held Weapon, Threat/Support of an Organization (which are activities that are not 
physically carried out and are seen to be a “safer” way of political violence), Physical 
Restriction, No Weapons/Destruction of Property, and Other/Various/Unknown (See Appendix 
A for full breakdown of this variable). 

The data was initially analyzed using a Chi Square Test of Independence, which 
examines the independence between two variables ( McHugh, 2013). The assumptions of this test 
are met by the dataset (each observation contributes to only one cell, all levels of the data are 



 

mutually exclusive, the data is nominal, the groups are independent from one another, and the 
cells examined are frequencies of the dataset. Additionally, the expected frequencies must have 
counts about 1 and 80% of the expected counts must be greater than 5. Many of the variables did 
not meet this criteria, so a Monte Carlo simulation was run on the data to ensure the variables 
could be appropriately analyzed in cases with too few observations (See Appendix B, C, D , F, 
G, L & M for these cases). Following the inferential analysis, descriptive plots were created to 
analyze the results found from the Chi Square Test. These plots allow for a closer examination 
into the relationships between the variables, as the Chi Square Test is only able to indicate there 
is a difference. 

Geographic maps are used to show the prevalence of attacks by ideological affiliations in 
certain regions in the United States. In order to build the map, the first step is to count the 
frequency of the cases by ideological affiliation in each state, then create a data set which only 
contains the ideology with the most cases in that state for all the states, and then this is plotted on 
the map, which shows how the different affiliations tend to target different regions across the 
United States.  

 
Results 

Ideology and Lethality 
The Chi Square results reveal a significant association between broad ideological 

affiliation of the attacker and the lethality of the attack, 
This suggests that there is an associationNA, N 531 ) 18.78, p .0009995).χ2 = (  = 1 = 1  = 0  

between broad affiliation and the lethality of the attack (See Appendix B for the expected and 
observed frequencies). This relationship is explored in Figure 1. 



 

 
Figure 1. Heatmap displaying the lethality of an attack and broad affiliation. 

When no people are killed by someone who identifies as Salafi, Jihadist, or Islamic it appears the 
highest frequency. This relationship also seems present for Rightist individuals. The plot also 
indicates that most attacks do not result in a death. However, this plot does not reveal significant 
information about attacks in which individuals were killed. In order to analyze this relationship, 
cases in which at least one death occurs are examined (See Appendix C for expected and 
observed frequencies; sample was too small for a Chi Square Test). This relationship is explored 
in Figure 2. 



 

 
Figure 2. Heatmap of lethality and broad ideological target. 

This plot indicates that Rightist individuals have the highest number of deaths than any other 
group. Rightist individuals tend to kill two or less people when they engage in political violence. 
There also seems to be a trend for Salafi, Jihadist, or Islamic individuals to kill 14-3,000 people 
indicating that they tend to target larger groups of people when they commit political violence. 
However, due to the lack of observations, more data will be needed to draw a stronger 
relationship to these variables. 

Ideology and People vs. Property 
The Chi Square results reveal a significant association between broad ideological 

affiliation of the attacker and the nature of the target, 
This suggests that there is an association betweenNA, N 531) 72.27, p .0005).χ2 = (  = 1 = 6  = 0  

broad affiliation and the nature of the target (See Appendix D for the expected and observed 
frequencies). This relationship is explored in Figure 3. 

 



 

 
Figure 3. Heatmap displaying the frequency of broad affiliation and people vs. property. 

This indicates that Salafi, Jihadist, and Islamic individuals tend to have no direct target as this 
combination has the highest number of cases. There are also many cases in which Rightist 
individuals target people, however this relationship is not very strong. There are no other clear 
trends between any other group affiliation and nature of the target. This relationship was broken 
down by broad affiliations and examined more closely (See Appendix E). This plot shows that 
Identity Focused and Government Focused Rightist groups tend to target people more than other 
targets. It also shows that the Eco-Animal Focused Leftist group tends to target property, groups 
in which affiliation is not a factor tend to not have a direct target, and the Nationalist-separatist 
group tends to not have a direct target. Looking into Salafi, Jihadist, and Islamist group further, 
these individuals tend to have no direct target more than any other type of target. 

Tactic and Physical Target 
The Chi Square results reveal a significant association between the broad tactic and broad 

physical target, This suggests that there isNA, N 1531) 180.8, p value .0005).χ2 = (  =  = 1  = 0  
an association between broad affiliation and the nature of the target (See Appendix F for the 
expected and observed frequencies). This relationship is explored in Figure 4. 



 

 
Figure 4. Conditional bar plot of broad tactic and broad physical target. 

As shown above, except the “unspecified/unknown/undeveloped” physical target almost takes a 
large proportion under each tactic category, although other physical targets still occupy a 
significant proportion. Another significant relationship is engaging in threatening or supporting 
of an organization and unspecified and no direct targets. Individuals who use no weapons or 
destroy property tend to commit the crime in a private site. Additionally those who use physical 
restriction tend to target mass transportation. This is further examined in Figure 5. 



 

 
 

Figure 5. Stacked bar chart of broad tactic and broad physical target. 
The results of this bar chart are all corresponding to the proportion results in the previous graph. 
It is understandable that there is no direct target when the crime is bomb threat or providing 
financial/material support to terrorist organizations, which this type of crime happens most 
frequently. In addition, when using the external devices such as arson, explosive, chemical 
weapon and etc., the defendants, in general, will choose the place like federal and private site.  

Ideology and Ideological Target 
The Chi Square results reveal a significant association between broad ideological 

affiliation of the attacker and the  nature of the target, 
This suggests that there is an association betweenNA, N 1531) 73.92, p .0005).χ2 = (  =  = 7  = 0  

broad affiliation and the broad ideological target (See Appendix G for the expected and observed 
frequencies). This relationship is explored in Figure 6. 



 

 
Figure 6. Heatmap displaying broad ideological target and broad affiliation of attacker. 

This indicates that Salafi, Jihadist, and Islamic individuals tend to attack ideologically 
unspecified targets as this combination has the highest number of cases. There are no other clear 
trends between any other group affiliation and ideological target. This relationship was broken 
down by broad affiliations and examined more closely (See Appendix H). This plot indicates that  
Government Focused Rightist group tends to ideologically target the government, the 
Eco-Animal Focused Leftist group tends to ideologically target industry, groups in which 
affiliation is not a factor and the Nationalist-Separatist tend to have unspecified ideological 
targets. This relationship was further examined by expanding the ideological target (See 
Appendix I). This plot indicated that Government Focused Rightist groups tend to ideologically 
target the Federal government, Eco-Animal Focused Leftist groups tend to ideologically focus on 
animal products/food research and land development, and Government Focused Leftist groups 
tend to have unspecified ideological targets. 

Ideology and State Speech 
These results of the Chi Square Test reveal a significant association between broad 

ideological affiliation of the attacker and the use of state speech 
This suggests that there is an association between6, N 1531) 04.27, p .001).χ2 = (  =  = 2  < 0  

broad affiliation and the use of State speech (See Appendix J for the expected and observed 
frequencies). This relationship is explored in Figure 7. 



 

 
Figure 7. Stacked bar graph of broad affiliation and use of state speech  

This plot indicates that people tend to use state speech less when committing political violence. 
The use of state speech tends to lower in than non-state speech in Rightist groups and Salafi, 
Jihadist, and Islamist groups. Those who are Salafi/Jihadist/Islamist use the most state speech 
compared to other groups. However, almost a half of those who are in Salafi, Jihadist, or Islamist 
do not use state speech. When the affiliation is looked at more closely, trends are present (See 
Appendix K).  This plot reveals that Abortion Focused groups, Eco-Animal Focused groups, 
Government Focused groups, and Identity focused groups tend to not use state speech than use it. 

Tactic and Group Affiliation & FTO Affiliation 
The Chi Square results reveal a significant association between broad tactic and broad 

affiliation This suggests that there is a relationshipNA, N 1490) 017, p .0005).χ2 = (  =  = 1  = 0  
between broad affiliation and the broad tactic (See Appendix L for the expected and observed 



 

frequencies). This relationship is explored in Figure 9. 

 
Figure 9. Heatmap displaying broad tactic and broad affiliation of attacker. 

This plot shows that Salafi, Jihadist, or Islamist individuals tend to have strong tactic of 
threat/support of an organization which are more than 300 cases involved it, and external device 
is another tactic being used most for Salafi,  Jihadist, or Islamist individuals. The Rightist is 
mostly use external device and hand-held weapon as their tactic. Leftist is also use External 
device as their main tactic. And Leftist is used the most physical restriction among all other 
group affiliation.  

The Chi Square results reveal a significant association between broad tactic and FTO 
affiliation This suggests that there is a relationshipNA, N 1490) 12.62, p .0005).χ2 = (  =  = 6  = 0  
between FTO affiliation and the broad tactic (See Appendix M for the expected and observed 



 

frequencies). This relationship is explored in Figure 10. 

 
Figure 10. Heatmap of broad tactic and affiliation with FTO 

This plot shows affiliation with an FTO, individuals tend to provide material/financial support to 
the terrorist organization. No affiliation with an FTO, leads to more use of an external device and 
other/unknown tactics. When exploring tactic in its entirety, those affiliated with a FTO who 
provide material or financial support to an organization far more frequently than any other 
affiliation and tactic. (See Appendix N). 

Ideology and Location 



 

To discuss how the ideology of those cases is related in their location, a map is created to 
illustrate the relation with the group affiliation. 

 
Figure 11. Map displaying top ideology affiliation group on each state. 

As shown in Figure 11, Salafi, Jihadist, or Islamist Individuals commit more attacks in 
the East Coast, West Coast, and Midwest areas in the United States. This may relate to the fact 
that this group commits the highest number of attacks in the United States. Rightist groups 
commit more attacks in the Central area of United States. Leftist only have two states in which 
they commit the most political violence, which are located in the Central area of the United 
States.  
Conclusions 
 The results from these analyses show that there are relationships between ideological 
affiliations and the way in which attacks are carried out and labeled. There are more politically 
motivated attacks that do not kill individuals. Of the ones that do result in at least one death, 
Rightist groups commit the most compared to any other group. Salafi, Jihadist, or Islamist 
groups commit the most attacks against no direct target than any other group, while Rightist 
groups attack more people than property. In regards to tactic, unspecified/unknown ideological 
targets tend to be the most targeted group. However, the threat/support of an organization is the 
most frequent tactic used, which tends to target online communities and unknown targets. Salafi, 
Jihadist, or Islamist groups tend to target unspecified targets. Additionally, no group affiliation 



 

and Leftist groups use more state speech than other groups. Salafi, Jihadist, or Islamist 
individuals tend to use threats and support of organizations as their tactic, which has a much 
higher frequency than any other combination of tactic and ideology. Additionally, this tactic is 
most often seen when an individual is affiliated with a FTO. There is also a trend in location of 
attacks as Salafi, Jihadist, or Islamist individuals have higher counts of attacks on the East Coast, 
West Coast, and Midwest and Rightist have higher counts in the Central Area.  
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Appendix A 
Broad Tactic Variable 

 

External 
Device 

Use of 
Hand-Held 
Weapon 

Threat/ 
Support of 
Organization 

Physical 
Restriction 

No Weapons/ 
Destruction of 
Property 

Other/ 
Various/ 
Unknown 

Explosives Firearms: 
civilian 

Bomb threat/hoax Blockading Unarmed 
assault 

Other 

Chemical or 
biological 
weapon 
deployment 

Firearms: 
military 

Perjury/ 
obstruction of 
justice 

Hostage- 
taking 

Vandalism/ 
sabotage 

Various methods 

Vehicle 
ramming 

Blade or blunt 
weapon 

Providing material/ 
financial support to 
terrorist 
organization 

 Animal release Unknown/ 
unspecified/ 
undeveloped 

Arson Armed 
intimidation/ 
standoff 

   Criminal violation 
not linked or 
motivated 
politically 

  



 

Appendix B 
Relationship between Broad Ideology and Lethality 

 Expected Chi Square Frequencies 

 Leftist Nationalist- 
separatist 

No 
affiliation/not 
a factor 

Other Rightist Salafi/ 
Jihadist/ 
Islamist 

14-3,000 
people killed 

3.58 0.99 4.15 0.24 8.93 12.45 

2 or less 
people killed 

10.87 3.01 12.59 0.74 27.08 37.76 

3-9 people 
killed 

4.16 1.15 4.82 0.28 10.37 14.46 

9-14 people 
killed 

0.23 0.06 0.27 0.02 0.58 0.80 

No one killed 157.69 43.66 182.64 10.69 392.90 547.92 

Unknown 0.46 0.13 0.54 0.031 1.15 1.61 

 
Observed Chi Square Frequencies 

 
 Leftist Nationalist- 

separatist 
No 
affiliation/ 
not a factor 

Other Rightist Salafi/ 
Jihadist/ 
Islamist 

14-3,000 
people killed 

0 0 0 2 2 27 

2 or less 
people killed 

19 1 2 3 50 17 

3-9 people 
killed 

8 1 5 1 8 13 

9-14 people 
killed 

0 0 0 0 0 2 

No one killed 150 47 198 6 381 552 

Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 4 

 
 
 
 



 

Appendix C 
Relationship between Broad Ideology and Lethality  

Only includes cases with at least one death 
Expected Chi Square Frequencies 

 

 Leftist Nationalist-separatis

t 
No affiliation/not a 

factor 
Other Rightist Salafi/ 

Jihadist/ 

Islamist 

14-3,000 people 

killed 
0.333 0.333 0.333 0.500 0.500 0.833 

2 or less people 

killed 
0.778 0.778 0.778 1.167 1.167 1.944 

3-9 people killed 0.667 0.667 0.667 1.000 1.000 1.667 

9-14 people killed 0.111 0.111 0.111 1.167 1.167 0.278 

Unknown 0.111 0.111 0.111 1.167 1.167 0.278 

 
Observed Chi Square Frequencies 

 

 Leftist Nationalist-se

paratist 
No 

affiliation/not 

a factor 

Other Rightist Salafi/Jihadist

/Islamist 

14-3,000 

people killed 
0 0 0 1 1 1 

2 or less 

people killed 
1 1 1 1 1 1 

3-9 people 

killed 
1 1 1 1 1 1 

9-14 people 

killed 
0 0 0 0 0 1 

Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 1 

 
 
 
 



 

Appendix D 
Relationship between Ideology and People vs. Property 

Expected Chi Square Frequencies 
 

 Leftist Nationalist

-separatist 
No 

affiliation/

not a 

factor 

Other Rightist Salafi/ 

Jihadist/ 

Islamist 

Unclear 

No direct 

target 
60.23 16.67 69.76 4.08 150.07 209.28 10.89 

People 43.47 12.03 50.35 2.95 108.31 151.04 7.86 

People and 

property 
26.36 7.30 30.53 1.79 65.67 91.59 4.77 

Property 29.02 8.03 33.61 1.97 72.30 100.83 5.25 

Unspecified/ 

unknown/ 

undeveloped 

17.92 4.96 20.75 1.21 44.65 62.26 3.24 

 
Observed Chi Square Frequencies 

 

 Leftist Nationalist

-separatist 
No 

affiliation/

not a 

factor 

Other Rightist Salafi/ 

Jihadist/ 

Islamist 

Unclear 

No direct 

target 
21 36 119 0 30 295 20 

People 49 5 11 7 173 123 8 

People and 

property 
13 2 11 2 93 106 1 

Property 93 2 6 3 110 35 2 

Unspecified/ 

unknown/ 

undeveloped 

1 4 58 0 35 56 1 

 
  



 

Appendix E 
 

Heatmaps of the Nature of the Target and Specific Affiliation as Broken Down by Group 

 
  



 

Appendix F 
Relationship between Broad Tactic and Physical Target 

Expected Chi Square Frequencies 
 

 Educa- 
tional 
institu- 
tion 

Federal 
site 

Individ-
ual 
person-
(s) 

Mass 
Trans- 
Porta- 
tion 

Medi- 
cal 
institu-
tion 

Multi- 
ple 
types 

Munic- 
ipal 

No direct 
target 

Online Private 
Site 

Public Religi- 
ous 
institu- 
tion 

State 
site 

Unspeci
fied/ 
unknow
n/ 
undev-
eloped 

External 
Device 

3.74 38.92 10.48 15.47 8.73 22.95 6.74 54.39 2.25 37.177 22.20 13.72 2.25 142.9
7 

No 
weapons/D
estruc- 
tion of 
Property 

0.19 1.94 0.52 0.77 0.43 1.14 0.34 2.71 0.11 1.85 1.10 0.68 0.11 7.11 

Other/ 
Various/ 
Unknown 

3.80 39.53 10.64 15.71 8.87 23.32 6.84 55.25 2.28 37.76 22.56 13.94 2.28 145.2
1 

Physical 
Restriction 

0.53 5.50 1.48 2.19 1.23 3.245 0.95 7.69 0.32 5.26 3.14 1.94 0.32 20.21 

Threat/ 
Support of 
Org 

4.96 51.56 13.88 20.49 11.57 30.41 8.92 72.05 2.97 49.245 29.41 18.18 2.97 189.3
8 

Use of 
hand-held 
weapon 

1.78 18.54 4.99 7.37 4.16 10.94 3.21 25.92 1.07 17.71 10.58 6.54 1.07 68.12 

 
Observed Chi Square Frequencies 

 
 Educa-

tional 
institu-
tion 

Fede-r
al site 

Individ-
ual 
person( 
s) 

Mass 
Transp
ortatio
n 

Medical 
institut-i
on 

Mult-ip 
le types 

Munici- 
pal 

No 
direct 
target 

Online Private 
Site 

Public Relig- 
ious 
institu-t
ion 

State 
site 

Unspeci
fied/ 
unknow
n/ 
undevel
oped 

External 
Device 

12 83 1 31 25 38 6 1 0 76 24 38 3 44 

No 
weapons
/Destruc-
tion of 
Property 

0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 1 8 0 1 0 6 

Other/ 
Various/
Unknown 

2 26 16 8 0 37 12 48 2 18 13 5 2 199 

Physical 
Restric- 
tion 

0 7 2 16 0 0 2 0 0 6 5 0 2 14 



 

Threat/ 
Support 
of Org 

0 17 1 2 1 8 0 166 6 10 1 1 0 293 

Use of 
hand- 
held 
weapon 

1 23 22 5 7 8 7 3 0 31 46 10 2 17 

 
 

  



 

Appendix G 
Relationship between Broad Ideology and Broad Ideological Target 

Expected Chi Square Frequencies 
 

 Leftist Nationalist- 

separatist 
No affiliation/ 

not a factor 
Other Rightist Salafi/ 

Jihadist/ 

Islamist 

Unclear 

General Public 10.17 2.82 11.78 0.69 25.35 35.35 1.84 

Government 44.05 12.19 51.02 2.99 109.75 153.05 7.96 

Industry 29.94 8.29 34.68 2.03 74.60 104.04 5.41 

Multiple 

motiva- 

tions 

11.56 3.20 13.39 0.78 28.80 40.17 2.09 

Religious 7.05 1.95 8.17 0.48 17.57 24.50 1.27 

Unspecified 74.22 20.55 85.96 5.03 184.93 257.89 13.42 

 
Observed Chi Square Frequencies 

 

 Leftist Nationalist- 

separatist 
No affiliation/ 

not a factor 
Other Rightist Salafi/ 

Jihadist/ 

Islamist 

Unclear 

General Public 4 0 2 3 4 73 2 

Government 31 6 9 6 196 130 3 

Industry 93 8 12 2 133 9 2 

Multiple 

motivations 
17 0 5 0 32 43 3 

Religious 0 4 2 1 29 24 1 

Unspecified 32 31 175 0 47 336 21 

 
  



 

Appendix H 
 

Heatmap of Specific Ideology Split by Broad Affiliation and the Broad Ideological Target 

 



 

Appendix I 
 

Heatmap of Specific Ideology Split by Broad Affiliation and the Specific Ideological Target 

 



 

Appendix J 
Relationship between Broad Ideology and State Speech 

Expected Chi Square Frequencies 
 

 Leftist Nationalist- 

separatist 
No 

affiliation/ 

not a factor 

Other Rightist Salafi/ 

Jihadist/ 

Islamist 

Unclear 

No 93.76 25.96 108.59 6.36 233.61 325.78 16.95 

Yes 83.24 23.04 96.41 5.64 207.39 289.22 15.05 

 
 

Observed Chi Square Frequencies 
 

 Leftist Nationalist- 

separatist 
No affiliation/ 

not a factor 
Other Rightist Salafi/ 

Jihadist/ 

Islamist 

Unclear 

No 75 22 35 10 325 335 9 

Yes 102 27 170 2 116 280 23 

 
 

 
  



 

Appendix K 
Bar Plot of Specific Ideology and the Use of State Speech 

 



 

Appendix L 
Relationship between Tactic and Ideology 

Expected Chi Square Frequencies 

 Leftist Nationalist- 

separatist 
No affiliation/ 

not a factor 
Other Rightist Salafi/ 

Jihadist/ 

Islamist 

Unclear 

External 

Device 
44.16 12.23 51.15 2.99 110.03 153.45 7.98 

No weapons/ 

Destruction 

of Property 

2.20 0.61 2.54 0.15 5.47 7.63 0.40 

Other/ 

Various/ 

Unknown 

44.86 12.42 51.95 3.04 111.76 155.86 8.11 

Physical 

Restriction 
6.24 1.73 7.23 0.42 15.55 21.69 1.13 

Threat/ 

Support of 

Org 

58.50 16.19 67.75 3.97 145.75 203.26 10.58 

Use of 

hand-held 

weapon 

21.04 5.82 24.37 1.43 52.42 73.11 3.80 

 
Observed Chi Square Frequencies 

 

 Leftist Nationalist- 

separatist 
No affiliation/ 

not a factor 
Other Rightist Salafi/ 

Jihadist/ 

Islamist 

Unclear 

External 

Device 
83 3 9 5 169 108 5 

No weapons/ 

Destruction of 

Property 

9 0 0 0 9 1 0 

Other/ 

Various/ 

Unknown 

31 6 142 2 93 102 12 



 

Physical 

Restriction 
29 1 9 1 8 5 1 

Threat/ 

Support of Org 
21 36 38 0 31 368 12 

Use of 

hand-held 

weapon 

4 3 7 4 131 31 2 

 
  



 

Appendix M 
Relationship between Broad Tactic and FTO Affiliation 

Expected Chi Square Frequencies 
 

 No Unknown Yes 

External Device 203.60 2.00 176.40 

No weapons/Destruction of Property 10.13 0.10 8.77 

Other/Various/Unknown 206.80 2.03 179.17 

Physical Restriction 28.78 0.28 24.94 

Threat/Support of Org 269.69 2.64 233.67 

Use of hand-held weapon 97.00 0.95 84.05 

 
 

Observed Chi Square Frequencies 
 

 No Unknown Yes 

External Device 289 2 91 

No weapons/Destruction of Property 18 0 1 

Other/Various/Unknown 277 3 108 

Physical Restriction 19 0 35 

Threat/Support of Org 53 3 450 

Use of hand-held weapon 160 0 22 

 
 

 
 
  



 

Appendix N 
Heatmap of Specific Tactic and Affiliation with FTO  

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
  


