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Attitudes towards Terrorist Rehabilitation Programs: Psychological

Mediating and Moderating Mechanisms

Rehabilitation programs for terrorists have gained notoriety. Some issues still
require thorough investigation, such as the social support they receive. The
present research aims to examine the attitudes towards rehabilitation programs
for terrorist offenders and the mediating and moderating mechanisms underlying
these attitudes. To this end, two studies were conducted: the first study evaluated
the mediating mechanisms (negative feelings and threats; N = 407) and the
second study analyzed the moderating mechanisms (social dominance
orientation, system justification, and political orientation; N = 444). In both cases,
the type of offender was manipulated (criminal vs. nationalist terrorist vs.
Islamist terrorist offenders) and different attitudes were assessed (general
support, incapacitation, treatment effectiveness, and mandated treatment). The
results showed less support for rehabilitation programs for Islamist terrorists than
for other offenders. Moreover, Islamist terrorists pose a more significant terrorist
threat while criminals pose a greater realistic threat, which led to less favorable
attitudes towards rehabilitation programs. Finally, individuals with more
conservative ideologies had stronger negative attitudes towards programs for
Islamist terrorists. We discuss these findings within the framework of integrated
threat and system justification theories.
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Prison sentences for terrorism-related offenses have remained relatively stable over the
past few years in European Union Member States. While 513 convictions were made in
2015, the annual number of convictions increased to 653 in 2018; subsequently, the
number of convictions decreased to 520 in 2019, 422 in 2020, and 423 in 2021
(Europol, 2018, 2020, 2022). Overall, since 2015, more than 3,600 individuals have
been convicted in EU Member States for terrorism-related offenses without taking into
account the convictions made in the United Kingdom since it left the EU. In addition to
this growing trend, two other factors aggravate the problem regarding the treatment of
this type of prisoners (Basra & Neumann, 2020). Firstly, their backgrounds are
increasingly diverse (Basra et al., 2016). Secondly, the sentences imposed vary widely
in time range, with short-term custodial sentences being most prevalent; between 2020
and 2021, the average prison sentence dropped from eight to six years (Europol, 2022).
Consequently, a bulk of terrorist offenders will be released in the coming years in
European nations (Vidino & Clifford, 2019).

In response to this situation, the European Commission recommends increasing
efforts in tertiary prevention. This strategy would include disengagement or
deradicalization programs and bolstering reintegration (Council of the European Union,
2014). Although these recommendations have been somewhat taken into account, and
despite the increasing number of outbound programs, some aspects related to their
effectiveness remain controversial (e.g., Cherney, 2018; Clubb et al., 2019; Horgan,
2014; Horgan & Braddock, 2010). One of these aspects, probably the most neglected
one, is public support for this type of programs (Clubb & O’Connor, 2019; Schuurman
& Bakker, 2016; Thornton & Bouhana, 2019). Public support is an essential element, as
successful reintegration depends on community acceptance (Barrelle, 2015; Schmid,

2013). Thus, the present research intends to delve into attitudes towards rehabilitation
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programs for terrorist offenders and the underlying psychological mechanisms that

could determine these attitudes. In particular, we intend to explore whether various

psychological mechanisms mediate and moderate attitudes towards rehabilitation

programs for terrorists, which, to our knowledge, have not been investigated. Moreover,

we aim to test the role of these mechanisms in other attitudes towards rehabilitation

programs related to incapacitation, treatment effectiveness, and mandatory treatment.
Attitudes towards Terrorist Rehabilitation Programs

Public support matters. Both the support for these programs and the support
offered to reintegrated prisoners can be determinants of the effectiveness of
reintegration. On the one hand, according to Altier (2021), the lack of government
transparency regarding rehabilitation programs for terrorists generates mistrust and
misinformation (Clubb & O’Connor, 2019; Thornton & Bouhana, 2019). In addition,
budget allocations for such programs depend, to some extent, on constituents’
preferences. Security measures might be implemented using funds allocated to these
programs (Schuurman & Bakker, 2016; Van der Heide & Schuurman, 2018). On the
other hand, the main challenges and problems that former extremists encounter in
reintegrating include stigmatization within the community (Ferguson, 2014; Ferguson et
al., 2015). Therefore, public support for terrorist rehabilitation programs is a significant
factor in ensuring their existence and the effectiveness of reintegration (Annan et al.,
2011; Kaplan & Nussio, 2018).

In the case of criminal offenders, research in criminology has shown that public
support for re-entry programs is relatively high (e.g., Garland et al., 2013; Vuk et al.,
2020). Nevertheless, this support seems to depend on different factors, such as the type
of crime or the extent of harm inflicted on victims, with violent, sexual, and repeat

offenders having the least support (Reynolds et al., 2009; Vuk et al., 2020). In this case,
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support for terrorist offenders is not as high. Therefore, our goal is to investigate how
terrorist offenders are different from “ordinary” criminal offenders. Altier (2021)
highlights three points. Firstly, terrorists are committed to an ideological cause that
extends beyond individual benefit. Due to such ideological motivation, they may be
perceived as less amenable to change or irredeemable. Secondly, terrorism, although not
always, involves the commission of spectacular attacks designed to invoke fear and
maximize publicity through the media. Therefore, the public may be more fearful of
being a victim of terrorism than of crime. Thirdly, in similar terms, terrorists also
threaten public order, which they seek to overthrow; therefore, terrorism is perceived as
a threat to the social order and the system. Providing empirical evidence for these
arguments, in a study conducted in Spanish prisons, Gomez et al. (2022) found that
Islamist terrorists differed from other violent offenders and criminals in that terrorists
had a greater and more enduring commitment to their values, and perceived more unjust
and hostile treatment by society and the state. These differences were related to their
willingness to make costly sacrifices.

Along these lines, Altier (2021) found that a representative sample of the U.S.
public were less favorable towards rehabilitation programs for terrorists than for
convicted criminals. However, most respondents showed positive support for programs
for terrorist offenders. In turn, this support was reduced by the ideology of the terrorist
offenders. These programs received less support for Islamist offenders than for white
nationalists. In another study with university students in Kuwait, Msall (2017) found
that attitudes toward radicals and extremists were similar to those toward convicted
criminals and former offenders. However, the attitudes were divided based on whether a
religious extremist should be deradicalized. Clubb et al. (2019) and Clubb and

O’Connor (2019) analyzed the use of the term deradicalization. On the one hand, they
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found that this term was related to more support (vs. disengagement or resistance),
although it was also associated with lower effectiveness. On the other hand, the term
deradicalization was presented in media as natural, logical, and desirable, associated
with attitudes that are more favorable. Lastly, Godefroidt and Langer (2021) explored
some of the heuristics that drive attitudes towards rehabilitation. Focusing on the
characteristics of terrorists, they found that attitudes were more favorable towards those
terrorists forced to join the group, who had intentionally fled out of regret or
disappointment with their ideology, and who had performed conciliatory acts.

Based on this research, we can draw two conclusions. Firstly, programs for
terrorist offenders have less support than programs for ordinary criminal offenders, and
this support is higher for terrorism of nationalist ideology than of Islamist ideology.
Notwithstanding these results, the reviewed literature has subordinated public attitudes
to the aspects related to the characteristics of the rehabilitation programs (e.g., Clubb et
al., 2019; Clubb & O’Connor, 2019) and to the characteristics and context of the
terrorist offenders (e.g., Altier, 2021; Godefroidt & Langer, 2021; Msall, 2017).
Without downplaying these factors, research has neglected one of the main
determinants of attitudes: the carriers themselves. Except for the relationship with some
sociodemographic characteristics, Altier (2021) found that support for these programs
was higher among men, younger individuals, those with higher levels of education, and
liberals; further research is required on other psychological characteristics such as
personality traits, ideologies, feelings, and other psychological mechanisms.
Consequently, in the following sections, we explore some psychological mechanisms
that could play a role in the settling of attitudes towards rehabilitation programs for
terrorist offenders.

Attitude-Mediating Mechanisms
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As has been reported in previous research (e.g., Duckitt, 2006), some
psychological mechanisms mediate attitudes. In other words, these mechanisms explain
how attitudes are different for different groups. Concerning rehabilitation programs, we
believe that potential mediating mechanisms are related to the generation of negative
feelings towards the offenders and their perception as a greater threat. Therefore, we
propose that the following mechanisms will mediate by generating less support for
rehabilitation programs for terrorists: negative feelings towards the offender and
perceived threat of the offender. This selection of mechanisms was guided by the
authors’ knowledge and experience in the field of the psychology of terrorism and
related phenomena. Therefore, the selection of variables did not come from a literature
review, which allowed other non-selected variables to have significant effects, as will
be described in the discussion.

Feelings towards Offenders

Intergroup feelings are a key component of attitudes that shapes our understanding of
outgroup members and contributes to fuel intergroup processes (Dovidio et al., 2010).
In this vein, previous research identifies that people hold stronger negative feelings
towards several types of offenders, such as sexual (Kernsmith et al., 2009; Shackley et
al., 2014) or terrorist offenders (Kteily et al., 2016). Specifically, the former authors
found that negative feelings about the terrorist group ISIS were significantly associated
with punitiveness towards the Charlie Hebdo attackers. Furthermore, research has also
shown that intergroup feelings usually mediate attitudes formed after reading news with
a violent context (Lobato et al., 2018). Thus, we propose that stronger negative feelings
will emerge from terrorists’ perceptions, reducing support for rehabilitation programs.

Threat Perception
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The integrated threat theory (Stephan et al., 2009; Stephan & Renfro, 2002) proposes
that the greater the perception of individuals towards certain social groups as
threatening, the more likely they are to have a prejudice against these groups. The most
prominent types of threat are realistic (threats to social welfare systems, jobs, political
power) and symbolic (threats to values, norms, and culture) (Riek et al., 2006).
However, further research suggests differentiating between realistic and safety threats
(threats to physical safety and well-being; Cottrell & Neuberg, 2005; Crawford, 2014).
In this case, the most relevant safety threat is the terrorist threat (Doosje et al., 2009),
given that it is more strongly related to fear than realistic or symbolic threats. Uenal
(2016) found relationships among realistic, symbolic, and terroristic threats and
prejudice towards Muslims. Each of these threats explained the rise of prejudice in a
different way. In this line, Altier (2021) suggests that one possible explanation for the
reduced support for terrorist rehabilitation programs is the exaggerated fear associated
with terrorism. Thus, we understand that the perceived threat from terrorists will be
more significant, causing less support for such programs.

Attitude-Moderating Mechanisms

Some psychological mechanisms exert a moderating effect. That is, they change the
strength or direction of the effects. For example, concerning rehabilitation programs,
mechanisms that legitimize the system are related to a more vigorous rejection of
terrorism (Echebarria-Echabe & Fernandez-Guede, 2006). Consequently, we propose
that the following mechanisms modulate support for terrorist rehabilitation programs by
developing stronger negative attitudes towards them: social dominance, system
justification, and political orientation. Again, the selection of mechanisms was guided
by the authors’ knowledge and experience, which allowed other non-selected variables

to have significant effects, as will be described in the discussion.
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Social Dominance Orientation

Social dominance refers to the support or preference for social hierarchies (Sidanius &
Pratto, 1999). Accordingly, social dominance theory proposes that individuals with a
social dominance orientation (SDO) strongly prefer hierarchy within any social system
and control over lower-status groups. Research has demonstrated that SDO correlates
with positive attitudes towards painful executions and to belief in retributions (Pratto et
al., 1994), beliefs implicating that it is right to harm others (Wilson, 2003), and support
for abusive and torture-like behaviors (Larsson et al., 2021). Likewise, SDO predicts
support for excessive use of force (Gerber & Jackson, 2017) and anti-Islamic sentiments
(Uenal, 2016). Therefore, we understand that individuals with higher social dominance
orientation would be less supportive of rehabilitation programs.

System Justification

Ideologies, i.e., sets of belief systems that provide a reference framework for
interpreting a context (Jost et al., 2009), represent a form of social cognition by which
people fulfill psychological needs (Jost et al., 2003). System justification theory argues
that individuals are motivated to justify the status quo, even at the expense of personal
and group interest, and use ideologies to reduce uncertainty, avoid anxiety triggered by
potential threats, and create a shared reality (Jost et al., 2009; Jost et al., 2015). In this
vein, research has shown that threats, particularly terrorism salience, increase
conservatism and system justification motives (Ullrich & Cohrs, 2007), while
validating the institutions (Jost et al., 2004; Osborne et al., 2019). Moreover, powerless
participants perceived the disproportionate incarceration rates of African Americans as
more legitimate, i.e., they further justified the system (van der Toorn et al., 2015).

Therefore, to avoid negative emotions related to terrorism and maintain the status quo,
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individuals who support such ideologies will largely reject terrorist rehabilitation
programs.

Political Orientation

Research has shown that there are substantial differences depending on the political
orientation of individuals (Jost, 2006). Conservatives or those who identify with the
right-wing usually share a desire to punish perpetrators more harshly (Hofmann et al.,
2018) and greater rejection towards the release of prisoners (Lopes et al., 2021). For
example, Echebarria-Echabe and Fernandez-Guede (2006) found that terrorist attacks
usually exhibit higher levels of political conservatism. Likewise, Altier (2021) found
that conservatives were less supportive of rehabilitation programs for terrorists.
Therefore, we propose that people with greater right-wing political orientation will
show stronger negative attitudes towards rehabilitation programs for terrorists.
The Present Research

Based on the previous literature review, we aim to replicate previous results: H1a)
support for prisoner rehabilitation programs will be lower for terrorists than for ordinary
criminal offenders, and H1b) support for these programs will be higher for nationalist
terrorist offenders than for Islamist terrorists (Altier, 2021). Furthermore, we also
propose novel hypotheses that indicate that different psychological constructs will
mediate H2a) negative feelings and H2b) threats, and moderate H3a) social dominance
orientation, H3b) system justification, and H3c) political orientation. To test these
hypotheses, we conducted two studies. While both studies tested hypotheses H1la and
H1b, Study 1 tested the hypotheses related to mediational effects (H2ab) and Study 2
tested hypotheses related to moderating effects (H3abc). Preregistrations, data, and
supplementary materials of both studies can be found online:

https://osf.io/tf3cu/?view_only=76ec03d4adc440fba72ec42766300bf9.
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Study 1

This study aimed to replicate the finding reported by Altier (2021) on whether
rehabilitation programs for terrorists have less support than for criminals (H1a) and
even less so when the terrorists’ ideology is Islamist compared to nationalist/separatist
(H1b). Furthermore, we aimed to test the indirect effect that certain variables, such as
negative feelings about offenders (H2a) and symbolic, realistic, and terroristic threats
(H2b), have on the relationship between the type of offender and the support for
rehabilitation programs.!

Method

Participants

An on-line survey was distributed through snowball sampling and a university mailing
list. In addition, a raffle was held for a voucher worth 100€ to encourage participation.
A total of 597 individuals participated in the study; however, 190 were excluded
because they did not meet any of the preregistered conditions: complete all questions,
be over 18 years old, reside in Spain and have Spanish nationality, be native Spanish
speakers, dedicate at least 20 seconds to reading the manipulation, and answer the
manipulation checks correctly.? The final sample comprised 407 participants (279
women, 125 men, and three participants who did not specify their sex, Mage =

24.12, SD = 8.32) after excluding those who did not meet the study criteria. The
participants were randomly distributed into the possible experimental conditions:
criminal offenders (121 women, 58 men, Mage = 23.54, SD = 8.15), nationalist terrorist

offenders (103 women, 38 men, and one unspecified, Mage = 24.38, SD = 8.61), and

L We considered a third hypothesis involving dehumanization as a mediating variable in the
preregistration. Since the results were not significant and given the length of the article, the hypothesis,
measure and results are presented in the Supplementary Material - SM1.

2 Given the large number of excluded participants, the analyses were repeated without excluding
participants. These analyses showed similar results.
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Islamist terrorist offenders (55 women, 29 men, and two unspecified, Mage = 24.88, SD
= 8.18). A post-hoc sensitivity analysis was computed using the G*Power function for
MANOVA (global effects) (Faul et al., 2007). Considering the sample size (N = 407), a
= .05 and V = .08, the power reached was .99. This implies that our sample was large
enough to detect small effect sizes.
Procedure and Manipulation
Once the participants agreed to participate in an opinion survey about rehabilitation
programs within the Spanish penitentiary system, they were randomly assigned to one
of the three experimental conditions. In each condition, the participants read a fictitious
newspaper article about how the government aimed to create mandatory rehabilitation
programs based on the vignettes used by Altier (2021) (see Supplementary Materials -
SM2-3 for a full disclosure of the manipulation). In the manipulation news, the
participants read about a new initiative that will increase public resources, such as
educational programs, unemployment benefits, or other social support for criminal
offenders. In each condition, the participants read that these public resources will be
designated for criminal offenders (i.e., individuals who belong to organized crime),
nationalist/separatist terrorist offenders (i.e., individuals who belong to a Spanish
terroristic group, ETA), or Islamist terrorist offenders (i.e., individuals affiliated with
ISIS). Once the participants had read the text, they were asked whom these mandatory
rehabilitation programs were directed to, with three response options: violent criminals,
nationalist terrorists, or Islamist terrorists. We then excluded those participants who did
not respond correctly.

The choice of the terrorist groups ETA and ISIS responds to the situation in
Spain. ISIS has perpetrated several attacks in recent years and several cells have been

dismantled, thereby becoming one of the main threats (Igualada, 2021). For its part, the
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terrorist group ETA declared the cessation of violence in 2018 after sixty years of
activity, although the last attack dates back to 2010 (Soldevilla, 2021). This is a
limitation, as will be seen in the discussion, but there are currently no other terrorist
groups of relevance outside the jihadist spectrum, thus choosing another minority group
would not be credible.

Measures

All participants completed an on-line questionnaire (with the questions presented in the
following paragraph, in presentation order). The only difference was that, depending on
the manipulation, the participants responded to the items with a different target in mind
when needed. These target categories were criminal offenders, nationalist terrorists, and
Islamist terrorists. In all the proposed measures, except for those in which another scale
was specified, a 6-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (fully disagree) to 6 (fully agree)
was used (see Supplementary Materials — SM4).

Subsequently, the participants responded to different scales to assess the
dependent variable “attitudes towards rehabilitation programs”, evaluated with two
measures. Firstly, we included an indicator of general support similar to the one
included by Altier (2021): “To what extent do you support rehabilitation programs such
as the one described in the news item?”” Moreover, we included an adaptation of the
scale “attitudes towards the treatment of sex offenders” (Wnuk et al., 2016). The
authors’ adaptation had 14 items organized in three dimensions. There were seven items
about incapacitation (“Whatever is done with them, the [target] will strike again when
they get out of prison;” a = .94), four items concerning treatment effectiveness
(“Reintegration programs with [target] are effective;” a = .84), and three items

regarding mandated treatment (“It is important that all [targets] undergo treatment

12



Attitudes towards Terrorist Rehabilitation Programs

before leaving prison;” o = .84). Higher scores indicated more favorable attitudes
towards incapacitation, treatment effectiveness and mandatory treatment.

Finally, the participants responded to different scales assessing the mediating
variables. The strength of negative feelings was measured with the feeling thermometer
(Haddock et al., 1993), which consists of an indicator with a slider ranging from 0 (very
favorable feelings) to 100 (very unfavorable feelings). We also measured symbolic (“I
am concerned that Spanish norms and values are being threatened by [target];” a = .90),
realistic (“The welfare system in Spain is increasingly weighed down by the presence of
[target];” a = .84), and terroristic (“I am concerned that peace is being threatened by
groups of [target] in Spain;” a = .78) threats using three items in each selected from
Uenal’s (2016) scales. Higher scores indicated an increased threat perception.

Results
Firstly, descriptive statistics and Pearson’s bivariate correlations were calculated for all
variables (Table 1). We present the correlations for each group according to the
manipulation in the Supplementary Material (SM5).

[Insert Table 1]
Attitudes towards Terrorist Rehabilitation Programs
A MANOVA was conducted using the manipulation (criminal offenders vs. nationalist
terrorists vs. Islamist terrorists) as the independent variable, and general support,
incapacitation, treatment effectiveness, and mandated treatment as dependent variables.
Using Pillai’s trace, there was a significant effect of the manipulation on the dependent
variables, V = 0.08, Fggos) = 4.31, p <.001, n? = .04. Particularly, we found a
significant effect of the manipulation for general support (F.404) = 5.24, p = .006, n% =
.03), incapacitation (F(2.404) = 6.31, p =.002, n% = .03), treatment effectiveness (F(2,404)

= 4.83, p =.008, n% = .02), and mandated treatment (F(2,404) = 9.16, p < .001, n?% = .04).
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Subsequently, Bonferroni corrected comparisons were performed to examine the
specific differences between the different handling conditions (figures are included in
the Supplementary Material - SM6).3

In the case of general support, rehabilitation programs received more support for
criminal offenders (M = 4.80, SD = 1.12) than for Islamist (M = 4.26, SD = 1.60, p =
.007) and nationalist terrorists (M = 4.47, SD = 1.51, p = .094), although the differences
with the latter condition were marginal. We did not find significant differences between
nationalist and Islamist terrorists (p = .749). In the case of attitudes towards
incapacitation, these were more negative for criminal offenders (M =2.35,SD =111, p
=.008) and nationalist terrorists (M = 2.27, SD = 1.23, p = .002) than for Islamist
terrorists (M = 2.84, SD = 1.48), while no significant differences were found between
criminals and nationalist terrorists (p =.999). In the case of attitudes towards treatment
effectiveness, rehabilitation programs were rated as more effective for criminals (M =
4.14,SD =0.91, p =.011) and nationalist terrorists (M = 4.12, SD = 1.16, p =.022) than
for Islamist terrorists (M = 3.74, SD = 1.09), while no significant differences were found
between criminals and nationalist terrorists (p =.999). In the case of attitudes towards
mandated treatment, mandatory programs received more support for criminals (M =
5.20, SD = 0.95) than for nationalist terrorists (M = 4.65, SD = 1.38, p <.001), while no
significant differences were found between Islamist terrorists (M = 4.94, SD = 1.12) and
the other conditions (ps > .192).
Mediating Effects
To test possible indirect effects of the proposed variables on the observed differences,

we used the PROCESS macro (Hayes, 2018; model 4) with 95% confidence intervals

3 The MANOVA was repeated including gender as an independent variable. The results showed non-
significant results for the gender variable (V = 0.01, F 3905 = 0.90, p = .461) and for the interaction
between the manipulation and gender (V = 0.03, F 792 = 1.27, p = .256).
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and 10,000 bootstrap resamples (Preacher & Hayes, 2008). The independent variable
was the manipulation of the object of the rehabilitation programs. We used Hayes and
Preacher’s (2014) method for analyzing multicategorical variables. Firstly, this variable
was recoded, creating two dummy variables with two levels each. However, as the
attitudes towards rehabilitation programs differed depending on the dependent variable,
we created two different recodings based on results found in the previous analyses.
Thus, for general support, attitudes towards incapacitation, and attitudes towards
treatment effectiveness, the two dummy independent variables were: D1) the
comparison between criminal and Islamist terrorists (criminal offenders = -1, nationalist
terrorists = 0, Islamist terrorists = 1), and D2) the comparison between nationalist and
Islamist terrorists (criminal offenders = 0, nationalist terrorists = -1, Islamist terrorists =
1). However, for attitudes towards mandated treatment, the two dummy independent
variables with two levels were: D1) the comparison between criminal and nationalist
terrorists (criminal offenders = -1, nationalist terrorists = 1, Islamist terrorists = 0), and
D2) the comparison between criminal and Islamist terrorists (criminal offenders = -1,
nationalist terrorists = 0, Islamist terrorists = 1) (figures are included in the
Supplementary Material - SM7).

In the case of general support, when comparing criminals and Islamist terrorists
(D1), we found a significant indirect effect for realistic threat (b = .06, SE = .03, 95% CI
[.01, .11]). Criminal offenders were perceived as a greater realistic threat (compared
with Islamist terrorist), which in turn decreased the support for rehabilitation programs.
When comparing nationalist and Islamist terrorists (D2), we found significant indirect
effects for negative feelings (b = -.04, SE = .02, 95% CI [-.07, -.01]), and realistic (b = -
.06, SE = .03, 95% ClI [-.12, -.01]) and terroristic threats (b = -.09, SE =.03, 95% CI [-

.15, -.04]). This implies that Islamist terrorists aroused more negative feelings and were
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perceived as a greater realistic and terroristic threat (compared with nationalist
terrorists), which in turn resulted in lower support for rehabilitation programs.

In the case of attitudes towards incapacitation, when comparing criminals and
Islamist terrorists (D1), we found a significant indirect effect for realistic threat (b = -
.11, SE =.05, 95% ClI [-.21, -.01]). Criminal offenders were perceived as a greater
realistic threat (compared with Islamist terrorists), resulting in more support for
incapacitation. When comparing nationalist and Islamist terrorists (D2), we found
significant indirect effects for negative feelings (b = .09, SE = .04, 95% CI [.02, .18]),
and realistic (b = .13, SE = .05, 95% CI [.02, .23]) and terroristic threats (b = .22, SE =
.05, 95% CI [.12, .32]). This result indicates that Islamist terrorists aroused more
negative feelings and were perceived as a greater realistic and terroristic threat
(compared with nationalist terrorists), resulting in higher support for incapacitation.

In the case of attitudes towards treatment effectiveness, when comparing
criminals and Islamist terrorists (D1), we found significant indirect effects for realistic
threat (b = .07, SE = .03, 95% CI [.01, .13]). Criminal offenders were perceived as a
greater realistic threat (compared with Islamist terrorists), leading to a lower perception
of treatment effectiveness. When comparing nationalist and Islamist terrorists (D2), we
found significant indirect effects for negative feelings (b = -.06, SE = .03, 95% CI [-.12,
-.01]), and realistic (b =-.08, SE = .03, 95% CI [-.15, -.01]) and terroristic threat (b = -
.12, SE = .03, 95% ClI [-.19, -.06]). This result suggests that Islamist terrorists aroused
more negative feelings and were perceived as a greater realistic and terroristic threat
(compared with nationalist terrorists), resulting in a lower perception of treatment
effectiveness.

In the case of attitudes towards mandated treatment, when comparing criminals

and nationalist terrorists (D1), we found significant indirect effects for negative feelings
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(b =-.07, SE = .03, 95% ClI [-.14, -.01]), and realistic (b = -.06, SE = .03, 95% CI [-.12,
-.01]) and terroristic threats (b = -.12, SE = .03, 95% CI [-.19, -.06]). Criminal offenders
aroused more negative feelings and were perceived as a greater realistic and terroristic
threat (compared with nationalist terrorists), leading to higher support for the mandatory
nature of these programs. Moreover, when comparing criminals and Islamist terrorists
(D2), we found significant indirect effects for negative feelings (b = .09, SE = .04, 95%
CI [.03, .17]) and terroristic threats (b = .09, SE = .03, 95% CI [.03, .16]). This result
indicates that Islamist terrorists aroused more negative feelings and were perceived as a
greater terroristic threat (compared with criminal offenders), resulting in greater support
for the mandatory nature of these programs.

Discussion

Overall, the results showed differences in support for rehabilitation programs, and their
characteristics (i.e., incapacitation, effectiveness, and compulsoriness) are mainly found
between criminals and Islamist terrorists. Concerning Islamist terrorists, support for
rehabilitation programs, effectiveness, and compulsoriness are less robust, while
support for incapacitation is higher. These findings are in line with Hla. However, in
the case of nationalist terrorists, support for incapacitation and effectiveness was similar
to that attributed for criminal offenders and to compulsoriness for Islamist terrorists.
This result only partially supported the H1b hypothesis. Moreover, the mediating
analyses partially supported hypotheses H2a and H2b. Criminals were perceived as a
more significant realistic threat than Islamist and nationalist terrorists. This tendency
was associated with lower levels of support for rehabilitation programs (more
incapacitation, less effectiveness, and more compulsoriness). Likewise, Islamist
terrorists were associated with more negative feelings. The participants perceived them

as a more significant realistic (compared to nationalist terrorists) and terroristic threat
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than nationalist terrorists and criminals, which was associated with less support for
rehabilitation programs (more incapacitation, less effectiveness, and more
compulsoriness).

Study 2

As was found in Study 1, emotions and perceptions of threat appear to mediate the
relationship between offender type and support for rehabilitation programs. However,
we believe that there are also individual psychological characteristics that could also be
affecting these attitudes towards rehabilitation programs. That is, some ideologies and
personality traits may determine support for this type of program. Therefore, this second
study aimed to replicate the results of Study 1, regarding H1a and H1b, and test the
novel moderating effect that certain variables such as social dominance orientation
(H3a), system justification (H3b), and political orientation (H3c) have in these
relationships.*

Method

Participants

An on-line survey was distributed through snowball sampling and a university mailing
list with the possibility to participate in a raffle for a voucher worth 100€. A total of 612
individuals participated in the study; however, 168 were excluded because they did not
meet the same criteria as in Study 1.° The final sample comprised 444 Spanish
participants (313 women, 127 men, four unspecified, Mage = 24.23, SD = 8.24). The
participants were randomly distributed among the possible experimental conditions:
criminal offenders (130 women, 40 men, three unspecified, Mage = 24.21, SD = 8.85),

nationalist/separatist terrorist offenders (98 women, 45 men, one unspecified, Mage =

4 Other hypotheses, including institutional trust and identity fusion as moderating variables, were
considered in preregistration. Since the results were not significant, and given the length of the article, the
hypotheses, measures and results are presented in the Supplementary Material - SM1.

® The analyses were repeated with the total sample, without exclusions, which revealed similar results.
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24.44, SD = 8.70), and Islamist terrorist offenders (85 women, 42 men, Mage = 24.02,
SD =6.80). A post-hoc sensitivity analysis was computed using the G*Power function
for MANOVA (global effects) (Faul et al., 2007). Considering the sample size (N =
444), a.= .05 and V = .08, the power reached was .99. This implies that our sample was
large enough to detect small effect sizes.
Procedure and Manipulation
The procedure followed was the same as in Study 1 (see Supplementary Material -
SM2-3). We randomly assigned participants to one of the three possible experimental
conditions. They read a fictitious newspaper article about how the government aimed to
create mandatory rehabilitation programs (i.e., criminal offenders, nationalist terrorist
offenders, Islamist terrorist offenders) and responded to the manipulation check.
Measures
All participants completed an on-line questionnaire. As in the previous study, the
participants responded with a different target in mind depending on the experimental
condition. All proposed measures, except for those based on other scales, used a 6-point
Likert scale ranging from 1 (fully disagree) to 6 (fully agree).

We employed the same two measures used to assess the dependent variable in
Study 1 with the aim of evaluating attitudes towards rehabilitation programs, the
indicator, and the adaptation of the scale “attitudes towards the treatment of sex
offenders”: incapacitation (a = .93), treatment effectiveness (a = .82), and mandated
treatment (o = .83).

The participants also responded to different scales assessing the moderating
variables. Social dominance orientation was evaluated using the 8-item scale by Ho et
al. (2015). This scale examines two subfactors, namely, social dominance (e.g., “Some

groups of people are simply inferior to other groups of people;” a. = .67) and anti-
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egalitarianism (e.g., “Group equality should not be our ideal;” o = .74). Higher scores
indicated higher social dominance and anti-egalitarianism. System justification was
assessed using the 7-item scale by Jost and van der Toorn (2012) adapted for Spanish
speakers by Jaume et al. (2012) (e.g., “If people work hard, they almost always get what
they deserve;” o = .84). Again, higher scores indicated higher system justification.
Participants also evaluated their political orientation by answering one indicator on a 7-
point Likert scale ranging from 1 (extreme left-wing) to 7 (extreme right-wing).
Results
Descriptive statistics and Pearson’s bivariate correlations for all variables were
computed (Table 2 and Supplementary Materials - SM5). Correlations for each group
according to manipulation are presented in the Supplementary Material.

[Insert Table 2]
Attitudes towards Terrorist Rehabilitation Programs
A MANOVA was conducted using the manipulation (criminal offenders vs. nationalist
terrorists vs. Islamist terrorists) as the independent variable, and general support,
incapacitation, treatment effectiveness, and mandated treatment as dependent variables.
Using Pillai’s trace, there was a significant effect of the manipulation on the dependent
variables, V = 0.08, Fggrs) = 4.31, p <.001, n? = .04. Particularly, we found a
significant effect of the manipulation for general support (F441) = 8.97, p < .001, n% =
.04), support for incapacitation (F441) = 3.30, p = .038, n% = .02), support for treatment
effectiveness (F4s1) = 7.21, p = .001, n% = .03), and support for mandated treatment
(F(2.441) = 8.77, p < .001, n% = .04). Subsequently, Bonferroni corrected comparisons
were performed to examine specific differences between the different handling

conditions (figures are included in the Supplementary Material - SM6).6

& The MANOVA was repeated including gender as an independent variable. The results showed
significant results for the gender variable (V = 0.03, F 431y = 2.75, p = .028) but not for the interaction
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In the case of general support, rehabilitation programs received more support for
criminal offenders (M = 4.80, SD = 1.22, p <.001) and nationalist terrorists (M = 4.74,
SD =1.27, p =.002) than for Islamist terrorists (M = 4.20, SD = 1.46), while no
significant differences were found between criminal offenders and nationalist terrorists
(p =.999). In the case of attitudes towards incapacitation, these were more negative for
criminal offenders (M = 2.40, SD = 1.10, p = .067) and nationalist terrorists (M = 2.38,
SD =1.29, p = .069) than for Islamist terrorists (M = 2.72, SD = 1.31), although the
differences were marginal. No significant differences were found between criminal
offenders and nationalist terrorists (p = .999). In the case of attitudes towards treatment
effectiveness, rehabilitation programs were rated as more effective for criminal
offenders (M = 4.08, SD = 0.89, p =.001) and nationalist terrorists (M = 4.02, SD =
1.07, p =.010) than for Islamist terrorists (M = 3.66, SD = 1.06), while no significant
differences were found between criminal offenders and nationalist terrorists (p = .999).
In the case of attitudes towards mandated treatment, mandatory programs received more
support for criminal offenders (M = 5.24, SD = 0.96) than for nationalist terrorists (M =
4.81, SD = 1.29, p =.004) and Islamist terrorists (M = 4.71, SD = 1.29, p < .00), and no
significant differences were found between nationalist terrorists and Islamist terrorists
(p =.999).

Moderating Effects
To test the possible interactions of the proposed variables with the differences
previously found, we used the PROCESS macro (Hayes, 2018; model 1) with 95%

confidence intervals and 10,000 bootstrap resamples (Preacher & Hayes, 2008). The

between the manipulation and gender (V = 0.02, Fgsss = 1.22, p = .286). Particularly, Bonferroni
corrected comparisons showed that women presented more general support (Mwomen = 4.70, SD = 1.25;
Mmen = 4.33, SD = 1.49; p = .007), less support for incapacitation (Mwomen = 2.39, SD = 1.16; Mien = 2.74,
SD =1.37; p = .007), and more treatment effectiveness (Mwomen = 4.02, SD = 0.96; Mmen = 3.69, SD =
1.09; p =.001) than men.
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independent variable (i.e., the manipulation) was recoded by creating two dummy
variables (Hayes & Preacher, 2014). Since the differences between the different
conditions were similar to those obtained in Study 1, the same two recodings were used.
In addition, moderating variables were mean-centered when performing the analyses
(regressions and figures are included in the Supplementary Material - SM8).

Regarding general support, when comparing criminal offenders and Islamist
terrorists, no significant interaction was found, nor when comparing nationalist and
Islamist terrorists.

Regarding attitudes towards incapacitation, when comparing criminal offenders
and Islamist terrorists, we found significant interactions for social dominance (b = .23,
SE = .08, p =.004, 95% CI [.07, .38]), system justification (b = .25, SE = .07, p < .001,
95% CI [.12, .39]), and political orientation (b = .17, SE =.05, p =.001, 95% CI [.07,
.27]). Particularly, participants who presented greater orientation towards social
dominance (b = .29, SE = .11, p =.007, 95% CI [.08, .50]) and more system justification
(b =.41, SE =.10, p <.001, 95% CI [.22, .60]) showed more support for the
incapacitation of Islamist terrorists than for criminal offenders. Moreover, participants
with greater left-wing political orientation showed more support for the incapacitation
of criminals than of Islamist terrorists (b = -.26, SE = .11, p =.023, 95% CI [-.49, -.04]),
while participants with a more right-wing political orientation showed more support for
the incapacitation of Islamist terrorists than of criminals (b = .25, SE = .09, p = .006,
95% CI [.07, .42]). When comparing nationalist and Islamist terrorists, no significant
interaction was found.

Regarding attitudes towards treatment effectiveness, when comparing criminal
offenders and Islamist terrorists, we found significant interactions for social dominance

(b =-.16, SE =.06, p =.012, 95% CI [-.28, -.04]), system justification (b = -.19, SE =
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.06, p =.002, 95% CI [-.31, -.07]), and political orientation (b = -.09, SE = .04, p = .038,
95% CI [-.17, -.01]). Participants with greater orientation towards social dominance (b =
-.29, SE = .09, p = .001, 95% ClI [-.46, -.12]), more system justification (b = -.39, SE =
.08, p <.001, 95% CI [-.55, -.23]), and greater right-wing political orientation (b = -.23,
SE = .08, p =.003, 95% CI [-.37, -.08]) attributed less effectiveness to programs for
Islamist terrorists than for criminals. When comparing nationalist and Islamist terrorists,
we found a significant interaction for social dominance (b = .14, SE = .06, p = .031,
95% CI [.01, .26]). Particularly, the participants who presented a lesser orientation
towards social dominance (b = -.26, SE = .09, p = .005, 95% CI [-.44, -.08]) attributed
less effectiveness to programs for Islamist than for nationalist terrorists.

Regarding attitudes towards mandated treatment, when comparing criminal
offenders and nationalist terrorists, no significant interaction was found. When
comparing criminal offenders and Islamist terrorists, we found a significant interaction
for political orientation (b =-.12, SE = .06, p =.036, 95% CI [-.23, -.01]). Namely,
participants with greater right-wing political orientation (b = -.33, SE = .10, p =.001,
95% CI [-.53, -.13]) showed stronger support towards mandatory programs for
criminals than for Islamist terrorists.

Discussion

The results showed patterns similar to those in Study 1 regarding support for
rehabilitation programs. However, again, support was lower for programs targeting
Islamist terrorists, attributing greater incapacitation and less effectiveness and
compulsoriness to them. Furthermore, moderation analyses provided support for
hypotheses H3a-c. It showed that specific individual mechanisms, such as adherence to
conservative ideologies (e.g., right-wing political orientation, social dominance, or

system justification), modulate individuals’ attitudes. These tendencies lead them to
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consider that Islamist terrorists are less able to re-educate themselves during
rehabilitation programs. In addition, the effectiveness of these programs was perceived
to be lower than that of programs designed for other types of offenders.

General Discussion

Both studies confirmed that attitudes are less favorable towards programs for Islamist
terrorists. These results are similar to Altier’s (2021) in the U.S. context. However,
concerning nationalist terrorists, the results did not support our hypotheses, as attitudes
towards programs aimed at this group were similar to those for criminal offenders.
These results also showed that attitudes towards rehabilitation programs are more
complex. They integrate attitudes towards different components such as incapacitation,
effectiveness, and compulsoriness. Stronger negative attitudes towards the programs
were related to a stronger belief that the beneficiaries are not reinsertable and should be
incapacitated. In contrast, attitudes that were more favorable were related to a more
robust perception of the effectiveness of these programs and a greater predisposition to
make them mandatory. However, the former factor related less to the others. It follows
that programs for Islamist terrorists, in addition to being less supported than those for
criminal offenders, were perceived as less effective, with more support for
incapacitation and less for compulsoriness. However, for nationalist terrorists, there is
less support for making them mandatory, although incapacitation and effectiveness were
similar to those attributed to criminal offenders.

These unexpected results may be due to the historical and current development
of the armed group ETA. Although a large proportion of those arrested for terrorism-
related crimes belong to this group (Santos-Hermoso et al., 2021), ETA declared the
cessation of armed activity in 2018 (Soldevilla, 2021). However, the applied

governmental prisoner dispersal policies and the rehabilitation programs in which they
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have participated continue to generate controversy (Alonso & Bada, 2016; Marrero &
Berdun-Carrion, 2021). This tendency may well have led them to be perceived as less
dangerous, reducing support for their participation in rehabilitation programs.

Negative feelings and threat perceptions seem to be the primary triggers of
negative attitudes regarding the mediating mechanisms. Criminals pose a greater
realistic threat, while Islamist terrorists represent a more significant terroristic threat.
Thus, in line with the predictions of Altier (2021), the association of terrorism with
Islamist ideologies poses a greater threat, which is associated with support for more
punitive measures. However, violent criminals pose a more significant realistic threat,
indicating that crime is a major threat on a daily basis. Future studies should explore
this relationship between the threat and support for different punitive measures.
However, symbolic threats do not seem to be relevant in distinguishing attitudes
towards criminals and terrorists.

The results also showed that there are individual differences that, to some extent,
determine attitudes towards rehabilitation programs. In general, support for the system
and more conservative ideologies is associated with more negative attitudes towards
rehabilitation programs aimed at terrorists. As is shown by the literature associating
support for punitive measures with more conservative ideologies (Hofmann et al.,
2018), these effects are similar in the case of rehabilitation programs for Islamist
terrorists.

From a theoretical point of view, the results point to two theories that could help
to clarify attitudes towards rehabilitation programs for terrorists. Firstly, the perceived
threat and negative feelings associated with terrorists may underlie lower support for the
programs. These effects are explained by the integrated threat theory (Stephan et al.,

2009; Stephan & Renfro, 2002). The more threatening certain groups are perceived to
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be, the more prejudice will be generated towards them. According to our results, people
will also support more vigorous punitive measures. In addition, the results suggest that
individuals with more conservative ideologies hold less favorable attitudes towards this
type of terrorist rehabilitation program. This finding can be interpreted using system
justification theory (Jost et al., 2004; Jost & van der Toorn., 2015), which proposes that
some individuals are motivated to justify the system. Thus, one of the consequences
would be to impose harsher sentences when prisoners pose a more significant threat at
the expense of rehabilitation and reintegration.

In practical terms, our results show that the ideology of terrorist criminals is
essential, implying that it is necessary to address negative attitudes and prejudices
towards certain groups. Moreover, support for these programs is associated with
perceived effectiveness; therefore, improving the latter would have an impact on
support (Altier, 2021; Clubb et al., 2019). The first study also showed the importance of
perceptions of threat. Therefore, presenting the terrorist threat as a realistic threat, or
minimizing its threat, may have practical utility. The second study revealed some
individual differences that determine stronger negative attitudes. These results indicate
that it is necessary to segment the narratives by creating specific messages for people
with more conservative ideologies to improve support for these programs.

Limitations

Notwithstanding the consistency of our studies, future research should address certain
limitations. Firstly, the novelty of the subject only allowed us to establish hypotheses in
an exploratory way regarding the mediating and moderating mechanisms. Therefore,
these results constitute the first evidence to be confirmed in future studies. Secondly, the
psychological mechanisms included in the studies are not the only ones that could

modulate public attitudes. Other mechanisms could have similar effects. Nevertheless,
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the mechanisms presented in these studies offer a first approximation that can serve as a
basis for future studies. Thirdly, in the design of Study 1, the mediating variables were
evaluated at the end, that is, after the dependent variables. This means that responding
to the items on attitudes could have had an effect on the responses to the items on
feelings and threats. Therefore, future studies should randomize the order of the
variables and manipulate the mediating variables to test for causality. Fourthly, we used
a non-probabilistic sample with a majority of university students and women, thus, the
generalization of the results could be limited by these characteristics of the sample.
Future studies should test these effects with random representative samples to confirm
them. Finally, the situation of terrorism and prisons is, to some extent, contextual. We
conducted this research in the Spanish context, where Islamist terrorism is the main
threat, while separatist nationalism was the primary threat in the past. These context
specificities may limit how generalizable the results are to other contexts. However,
comparing the situation in Spain with other countries such as France and the United
Kingdom, which are countries severely afflicted by Islamist terrorism, we believe that
attitudes could be similar or even more negative due to the larger number of jihadists
(Marrero, 2020). These experiences could translate into a greater perception of threat
and a lower perception of effectiveness of these programs, also affected by failed cases,
such as Usman Khan’s (Weeks, 2021). Future studies should examine attitudes in other
countries and towards other groups to verify whether the psychological mechanisms
present are similar.

Conclusion

The results of both studies highlight the importance of the ideology of terrorist groups
as a determining factor in supporting rehabilitation programs. Furthermore, these results

indicate that attitudes towards rehabilitation programs for terrorists are less supportive
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due to the fear of these groups, and that the different ideologies held by the public are

also a determining factor. Therefore, public psychological mechanisms are also a factor

to consider, in addition to the characteristics of the rehabilitation programs and the

context of the terrorists, when determining attitudes towards these programs.

References

Alonso, R., & Bada, J. D. (2016). What role have former ETA terrorists played in
counterterrorism and counterradicalization initiatives in Spain? Studies in
Conflict & Terrorism, 39(11), 982-1006.
https://doi.org/10.1080/1057610X.2016.1154365

Altier, M. B. (2021). Criminal or terrorist?: Fear, bias, and public support for prisoner
reentry programs. Terrorism and Political Violence.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09546553.2020.1866556

Annan, J., Blattman, C., Mazurana, D., & Carlson, K. (2011). Civil war, reintegration,
and gender in Northern Uganda. Journal of Conflict Resolution, 55(6), 877-908.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022002711408013

Barrelle, K. (2015). Pro-integration: Disengagement from and life after extremism.
Behavioral Sciences of Terrorism and Political Aggression, 7(2), 129-142.
https://doi.org/10.1080/19434472.2014.988165

Basra, R., & Neumann, P. R. (2020). Prisons and terrorism: Extremist offender
management in 10 European countries. International Centre for the Study of
Radicalisation (ICSR). Retrieved from https://icsr.info/wp-
content/uploads/2020/07/1CSR-Report-Prisons-and-Terrorism-Extremist-
Offender-Management-in-10-European-Countries_V2.pdf

Basra, R., Neumann, P. R., & Brunner, C. (2016). Criminal pasts, terrorist futures:

European jihadists and the new crime-terror nexus. The International Centre for

28



Attitudes towards Terrorist Rehabilitation Programs

the Study of Radicalisation and Political Violence (ICSR). Retrieved from
http://www.terrorismanalysts.com/pt/index.php/pot/article/view/554

Cherney, A. (2018). Supporting disengagement and reintegration: Qualitative outcomes
from a custody-based counter radicalisation intervention. Journal for
Deradicalization, 17, 1-27.

Clubb, G., Barnes, E., O’Connor, R., Schewe, J., & Davies, G. A. M. (2019). Revisiting
the de-radicalisation or disengagement debate: Public attitudes to the re-
integration of terrorists. Journal for Deradicalization, 21, 84-116.

Clubb, G., & O’Connor, R. (2019). Understanding the effectiveness and desirability of
de-radicalisation: How de-radicalisation is framed in The Daily Mail. The
British Journal of Politics and International Relations, 21(2), 349-366.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1369148118819067

Cottrell, C. A., & Neuberg, S. L. (2005). Different emotional reactions to different
groups: A sociofunctional threat-based approach to “prejudice”. Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 88(5), 770-789.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.88.5.770

Council of the European Union (2014). Revised EU strategy for combating radicalisation
and recruitment  to  terrorism (5643/5/14). Retrieved from
https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST- 9956-2014-INIT/en/pdf

Crawford, J. T. (2014). Ideological symmetries and asymmetries in political intolerance
and prejudice toward political activist groups. Journal of Experimental Social
Psychology, 55, 284-298. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2014.08.002

Doosje, B., Zimmermann, A., Kipper, B., Zick, A., & Meertens, R. (2009). Terrorist
threat and perceived Islamic support for terrorist attacks as predictors of personal

and institutional out-group discrimination and support for anti-immigration

29



Attitudes towards Terrorist Rehabilitation Programs

policies—Evidence from 9 European countries. Revue Internationale de
Psychologie Sociale, 22(3), 203-233.

Dovidio, J. F., Hewstone, M., Glick, P., & Esses, V. M. (2010). Prejudice, stereotyping
and discrimination: Theoretical and empirical overview. In J. F. Dovidio, M.
Hewstone, P. Glick, & V. M. Esses (Eds.), The SAGE Handbook of Prejudice,
Stereotyping and Discrimination (pp. 3-28) SAGE.

Duckitt, J. (2006). Differential effects of right wing authoritarianism and social
dominance orientation on outgroup attitudes and their mediation by threat from
and competitiveness to outgroups. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin,
32(5), 684-696. https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167205284282

Echebarria-Echabe, A., & Fernandez-Guede, E. (2006). Effects of terrorism on attitudes
and ideological orientation. European Journal of Social Psychology, 36(2), 259-
265. https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.294

Europol (2018). European Union Terrorism Situation and Trend Report (TE-SAT).
Retrieved from https://www.europol.europa.eu/activities-services/main-
reports/european-union-terrorism-situation-and-trend-report-2018-tesat-2018

Europol (2020). European Union Terrorism Situation and Trend Report (TE-SAT).
Retrieved from https://www.europol.europa.eu/activities-services/main-
reports/european-union-terrorism-situation-and-trend-report-te-sat-2020

Europol (2022). European Union Terrorism Situation and Trend Report (TE-SAT).
Retrieved from https://www.europol.europa.eu/publication-events/main-
reports/european-union-terrorism-situation-and-trend-report-2022-te-sat

Faul, F., Erdfelder, E., Buchner, A., & Lang, A.-G. (2007). G*Power 3: A flexible
statistical power analysis program for the social, behavioral, and biomedical

sciences. Behaviour Research Methods, 39(2), 175-191.

30



Attitudes towards Terrorist Rehabilitation Programs

Ferguson, N. (2014). Northern Irish ex-prisoners: The impact of imprisonment on
prisoners and the peace process in Northern Ireland. In A. Silke (Ed.), Prisons,
Terrorism and Extremism: Critical Issues in Management, Radicalisation and
Reform (pp. 270-282). Routledge. https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203584323-19

Ferguson, N., Burgess, M., & Hollywood, I. (2015). Leaving violence behind:
Disengaging from politically motivated violence in Northern Ireland. Political
Psychology, 36(2), 199-214. https://doi.org/10.1111/pops.12103

Garland, B., Wodahl, E., & Schuhmann, R. (2013). Value conflict and public opinion
toward prisoner reentry initiatives. Criminal Justice Policy Review, 24(1), 27—
48. https://doi.org/10.1177/0887403411424081

Gerber, M. M., & Jackson, J. (2017). Justifying violence: Legitimacy, ideology and
public support for police use of force. Psychology, Crime & Law, 23(1), 79-95.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/1068316x.2016.1220556

Godefroidt, A., & Langer, A. (2021). What drives attitudes toward the reintegration of
former fighters? Insights from a conjoint experiment in Nigeria. Journal of
Peace Research. https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5010-2860

Gobmez, A., Atran, S., Chinchilla, J., Vazquez, A., Lopez-Rodriguez, L., Paredes, B.,
Martinez, M., Blanco, L., Alba, B., Bautista, H., Fernandez, S., Pozuelo-Rubio,
F., Gonzalez-Alvarez, J. L., Chiclana, S., Valladares-Narganes, H., Alonso, M.,
Ruiz-Alvarado, A., Lopez-Novo, J. L., & Davis, R. (2022). Willingness to
sacrifice among convicted Islamist terrorists versus violent gang members and
other criminals. Scientific Reports, 12(1), 2596. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-
022-06590-0

Haddock, G., Zanna, M. P., & Esses, V. M. (1993). Assessing the structure of

prejudicial attitudes: The case of attitudes toward homosexuals. Journal of

31



Attitudes towards Terrorist Rehabilitation Programs

Personality and Social Psychology, 65(6), 1105-1118.
http://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.65.6.1105

Hayes, A. F. (2018). Introduction to mediation, moderation, and conditional process
analysis: A regression-based approach. Guilford.

Hayes, A. F., & Preacher, K. J. (2014). Statistical mediation analysis with a
multicategorical independent variable. British Journal of Mathematical and
Statistical Psychology, 67, 451-470. https://doi.org/10.1111/bmsp.12028

Ho, A. K., Sidanius, J., Kteily, N., Sheehy-Skeffington, J., Pratto, F., Henkel, K. E.,
Foels, R., & Stewart, A. L. (2015). The nature of social dominance orientation:
Theorizing and measuring preferences for intergroup inequality using the new
SDOry scale. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 109(6), 1003—1028.
https://doi.org/10.1037/pspi0000033

Hofmann, W., Brandt, M. J., Wisneski, D. C., Rockenbach, B., & Skitka, L. J. (2018).
Moral punishment in everyday life. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin,
44(12), 1697-1711. https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167218775075

Horgan, J. G. (2014). What makes a terrorist stop being a terrorist? Journal for
Deradicalization, 1, 1-4.

Horgan, J., & Braddock, K. (2010). Rehabilitating the terrorists?: Challenges in
assessing the effectiveness of de-radicalization programs. Terrorism and
Political Violence, 22(2), 267-291. https://doi.org/10.1080/09546551003594748

Igualada, C. (2021). Operaciones policiales frente al yihadismo en Espafia 2021. In C.
Igualada (Coord.), Anuario del terrorismo yihadista 2021 (pp. 107-133).
Observatorio Internacional de Estudios sobre el Terrorismo (OIET). Retrieved
from https://observatorioterrorismo.com/eedyckaz/2022/03/ANUARIO-

2021.pdf

32



Attitudes towards Terrorist Rehabilitation Programs

Jaume,

Jost, J.

Jost, J.

Jost, J.

Jost, J.

L., Etchezahar, E., & Cervone, N. (2012). La justificacién del sistema
economico y su relacion con la orientacion a la dominancia social. Boletin de
Psicologia, 106(106), 81-91.

T. (2006). The end of the end of ideology. American Psychologist, 61(7), 651
670. https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.61.7.651

T., Banaji, M. R., & Nosek, B. A. (2004). A decade of system justification
theory: Accumulated evidence of conscious and unconscious bolstering of the
status quo. Political Psychology, 25(6), 881-919. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-
9221.2004.00402.x

T., Federico, C. M., & Napier, J. L. (2009). Political ideology: Its structure,
functions, and elective affinities. Annual Review of Psychology, 60, 307-337.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.60.110707.163600

T., Glaser, J., Kruglanski, A. W., & Sulloway, F. J. (2003). Political
conservatism as motivated social cognition. Psychological Bulletin, 129, 339—

375. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.129.3.339

Jost, J T., Gaucher, D., & Stern, C. (2015). “The world isn’t fair”: A system justification

Jost, J.

perspective on social stratification and inequality. In M. Mikulincer, P. R.
Shaver, J. F. Dovidio, & J. A. Simpson (Eds.), APA Handbook of Personality
and Social Psychology, Volume 2: Group Processes (pp. 317-340).
https://doi.org/10.1037/14342-012

T., & van der Toorn, J. (2012). System justification theory. In P. A. M. van
Lange, A. W. Kruglanski & E. T. Higgins (Eds.), Handbook of Theories of

Social Psychology (pp. 313-343). Sage Publications.

33



Attitudes towards Terrorist Rehabilitation Programs

Kaplan, O., & Nussio, E. (2018). Community counts: The social reintegration of ex-
combatants in Colombia. Conflict Management and Peace Science, 35(2), 132—
153. https://doi.org/10.1177/0738894215614506

Kernsmith, P. D., Craun, S. W., & Foster, J. (2009). Public attitudes toward sexual
offenders and sex offender registration. Journal of Child Sexual Abuse, 18(3),
290-301. https://doi.org/10.1080/10538710902901663

Kteily, N. S., Hodson, G., & Bruneau, E. (2016). They see us as less than human:
Metadehumanization predicts intergroup conflict via reciprocal dehumanization.
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 110(3), 343-370.
https://doi.org/10.1037/pspa0000044

Larsson, M. R., Bjorklund, F., & Bé&ckstrom, M. (2012). Right-wing authoritarianism is
a risk factor of torture-like abuse, but so is social dominance orientation.
Personality and Individual Differences, 53(7), 927-929.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2012.06.015

Lobato, R. M., Moya, M., & Trujillo, H. (2018). Effect of the content of a news item on
Spaniards’ attitudes toward Palestinians and Israelis / Efecto del contenido de
una noticia sobre la actitud de los espafioles hacia palestinos e israelies. Revista
de Psicologia Social, 33(2), 275-309.
https://doi.org/10.1080/02134748.2018.1435106

Lopes, P. C., Pinto, I. R., Marques, J. M., & Bobowik, M. (2021). Releasing prisoners
during COVID-19: the impact of the support for the early release, perceived
insecurity and political orientation on attitudes toward released prisoners in
Portugal. International Journal of Prisoner Health, 17(3), 282-295.

https://doi.org/10.1108/1JPH-09-2020-0074

34



Attitudes towards Terrorist Rehabilitation Programs

Marrero, 1. (2020). Soldados del terrorismo global: Los nuevos combatientes
extranjeros. Tecnos.

Marrero, 1., & Berdun-Carrion, S. (2021). Jihadist prisoners in Spain and the application
of the high security prison regime. European Journal of Criminology.
https://doi.org/10.1177/14773708211018946

Msall, K. A. (2017). Perceptions of extremists and deradicalization programs among
university students in Kuwait. Journal for Deradicalization, 10, 77-97.

Osborne, D., Jost, J. T., Becker, J. C., Badaan, V., & Sibley, C. G. (2019). Protesting to
challenge or defend the system? A system justification perspective on collective
action. European Journal of Social Psychology, 49(2), 244-269.
https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.2522

Pratto, F., Sidanius, J., Stallworth, L. M., & Malle, B. F. (1994). Social dominance
orientation: A personality variable predicting social and political attitudes.
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 67(4), 741-763.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.67.4.741

Preacher, K. J., & Hayes, A. F. (2008). Asymptotic and resampling strategies for
assessing and comparing indirect effects in multiple mediator models. Behavior
Research Methods, 40(3), 879-891. https://doi.org/10.3758/BRM.40.3.879

Reynolds, N., Craig, L. A., & Boer, D. P. (2013). Public attitudes toward offending,
offenders and reintegration. In J. Wood and T.A. Gannon (Eds.), Public Opinion
and Criminal Justice (pp. 182-202). Willan.

Riek, B. M., Mania, E. W., & Gaertner, S. L. (2006). Intergroup threat and outgroup
attitudes: A meta-analytic review. Personality and Social Psychology Review,

10(4), 336-353.

35



Attitudes towards Terrorist Rehabilitation Programs

Santos-Hermoso, J., Gonzalez-Alvarez, J. L., Macia VVazquez, A., Pozuelo Rubio, F., &
Chiclana, S. (2021). Jihadist extremism in Spanish prisons. Characterisation of
the inmates linked to jihadist radicalisation and analysis of their behaviour in
prison. Terrorism and Political Violence.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09546553.2021.1972978

Schmid, A. P. (2013). Radicalisation, de-radicalisation, counter-radicalisation: A
conceptual discussion and literature review. International Centre for Counter-
Terrorism - The Hague (ICCT). Retrieved from
http://www.icct.nl/download/file/ICCT-Schmid-Radicalisation-De-
Radicalisation-Counter-Radicalisatin-March-2013.pdf

Schuurman, B., & Bakker, E. (2016). Reintegrating jihadist extremists: Evaluating a
Dutch initiative, 2013-2014. Behavioral Sciences of Terrorism and Political
Aggression, 8(1), 66-85. https://doi.org/10.1080/19434472.2015.1100648

Shackley, M., Weiner, C., Day, A., & Willis, G. M. (2014). Assessment of public
attitudes toward sex offenders in an Australian population. Psychology, Crime &
Law, 20(6), 553-572. https://doi.org/10.1080/1068316X.2013.793772

Sidanius, J., & Pratto, F. (1999). Social dominance: An intergroup theory of social
hierarchy and oppression. Cambridge University Press.
https://doi.org/10.1017/CB09781139175043

Soldevilla, G. F. (2021). El ocaso de ETA. Grand Place: Pensamiento y Cultura, 16,
41-59.

Stephan, W. G., & Renfro, C. L. (2002). The role of threat in intergroup relations. In D.
M. Mackie & E. R. Smith (Eds.), From Prejudice to Intergroup Emotions (pp.

191-208). Psychology Press.

36



Attitudes towards Terrorist Rehabilitation Programs

Stephan, W. G., Renfro, C. L., & Davis, M. D. (2009). The role of threat in intergroup
relations. In U. Wagner, L. R. Tropp, G. Finchilescu, C. Tredoux (Eds.),
Improving Intergroup Relations: Building on the Legacy of Thomas F. Pettigrew
(pp. 55-72). Blackwell Publishing Ltd.

Thornton, A., & Bouhana, N. (2019). Preventing radicalization in the UK: Expanding
the knowledge-base on the Channel programme. Policing: A Journal of Policy
and Practice, 13(3), 331-344. https://doi.org/10.1093/police/pax036

Uenal, F. (2016). Disentangling Islamophobia: The differential effects of symbolic,
realistic, and terroristic threat perceptions as mediators between social
dominance orientation and Islamophobia. Journal of Social and Political
Psychology, 4(1), 66-90. https://doi.org/10.5964/jspp.v4il.463

Ullrich, J., & Cohrs, J. C. (2007). Terrorism salience increases system justification:
Experimental evidence. Social Justice Research, 20, 117-139.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11211-007-0035-y

Van der Heide, E., & Schuurman, B. (2018). Reintegrating Terrorists in the
Netherlands: Evaluating the Dutch approach. Journal for Deradicalization, 17,
196-239.

Van der Toorn, J., Feinberg, M., Jost, J. T., Kay, A. C., Tyler, T. R., Willer, R., &
Wilmuth, C. (2015). A sense of powerlessness fosters system justification:
Implications for the legitimation of authority, hierarchy, and government.
Political Psychology, 36(1), 93-110. https://doi.org/10.1111/pops.12183

Vidino, L., & Clifford, B. (2019). A review of transatlantic best practices for
countering radicalisation in prisons and terrorist recidivism. European Counter

Terrorism Centre (ECTC) Advisory Network. Retrieved from

37



Attitudes towards Terrorist Rehabilitation Programs

https://www.europol.europa.eu/publications-documents/review-of-transatlantic-
best-practices-for-countering-radicalisation-in-prisons-and-terrorist-recidivism

Vuk, M., Applegate, B. K., Ouellette, H. M., Bolin, R. M., & Aizpurua, E. (2020). The
pragmatic public? The impact of practical concerns on support for punitive and
rehabilitative prison policies. American Journal of Criminal Justice, 45(2), 273—
292. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12103-019-09507-2

Weeks, D. (2021). Lessons learned from U.K. efforts to deradicalize terror offenders.
CTC Sentinel, 14(3), 33-39.

Wilson, M. S. (2003). Social dominance and ethical ideology: The end justifies the
means?. The Journal of Social Psychology, 143(5), 549-558.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00224540309598462

Whnuk, D., Chapman, J. E., & Jeglic, E. L. (2006). Development and refinement of a
measure of attitudes toward sex offender treatment. Journal of Offender

Rehabilitation, 43(3), 35-47.

38



Attitudes towards Terrorist Rehabilitation Programs

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and bivariate correlations for the variables included in

Study 1.

M (SD) 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. General support 457 (1.39)  -48***  52**%  pQFkx ]Gk 2]Rx* L pBRkk ] xxx
2. Support for incapacitation 2.42 (1.25) - S TLERR O 18FRK AQF*E BgFF* GlREk GORrx
3. Support for treatment effectiveness 4.05 (1.05) - .04 S 32%FK L AJFEE L AFRx QLR
4. Support for mandated treatment 4.95 (1.17) - B1xxx 3IEER ZqRxx 3hEkx
5. Negative feelings 17.71 (18.65) - AQFFE ABFRx fhEr
6. Symbolic threat 3.24 (1.59) - BOx*x 7R
7. Realistic threat 2.95 (1.32) - .80***
8. Terroristic threat 3.23 (1.40) -

Note: *p <.001; p <.010; "p < .050.
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics and bivariate correlations for the variables included in

Study 2.

M (SD) 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. General support 4.61(1.33) -.56***  G0***  |18**F* 2k kk DRk DFxkk_ 2@FA*
2. Support for incapacitation 2.49 (1.23) - - 75*** .04 B7FFx ALFERR ABRRR JTRRx
3. Support for treatment effectiveness  3.94 (1.01) - J2%* L 39%** _3gukk L ZERRK _ AJrEE
4. Support for mandated treatment 4.95 (1.19) - .03 -.03 A11* .01
5. Social dominance 2.03 (0.97) - B56*** BOF**F  [OFr*
6. Anti-egalitarianism 1.73(0.88) - A3FFE . ABEE*
7. System justification 2.85(1.02) - 5g***
8. Political orientation 2.89 (1.44) -

Note: *p <.001; p <.010; "p < .050.
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