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1 General features
The Skills and Competencies Tool (SCool) is a training curriculum aimed at supporting
prevention and intervention efforts that deal with processes of potentially violent
radicalisation and with incidents or indications of politically or religiously motivated violence.
Focus of the training is on selective/secondary prevention of violence with emphasis on the
role and function of ideology (e.g. motivate, justify, normalise, establish identity). Phenomena
(declarative knowledge; “what”) as well as measures (procedural knowledge; “how to”) are
addressed, emphasizing a multi-agency approach and the importance of social context.
SCool and the materials provided are conceived as a “Train-the-Trainer(s)”-Tool
concentrating on the needs of experienced trainers who provide further education / training in
relevant professional fields, meaning settings where professionals encounter or are likely to
encounter possible or suspected cases of violent radicalisation, especially among
adolescents and young adults. Relevant fields are e.g. education, social services and law
enforcement. The training is conceived to build upon existing skills and resources and aims
at expanding and enhancing competencies in regard to a better awareness, understanding
and ability to prevent and intervene when faced with potentially harmful developments.


Key content:
 declarative knowledge mainly on…
 radicalisation processes,
 indicators,
 individual factors and
 social context
 procedural knowledge mainly on…
 multi-agency work with radicalised/radicalising individuals and on
 inclusion of family / social context



Focus:
 violent extremism and likely precursors
 Selective/secondary prevention (aiming at groups at risk) of violence with
emphasis on the role and function of ideology (e.g. motivate, justify,
normalise, establish identity)
 Similarities and distinctions in phenomena and prevention/intervention
approaches regarding manifestations of (extremist) violence
 The tool will focus upon radicalisation among adolescents and young
adults (roughly up to age 25) and will consider radicalisation among both
young men and young women.
 The tool will not be limited to one specific type of extremism.



Target groups of training/tool:
 professionals providing training in relevant professional fields of work
 Law enforcement (especially police)
 Other professions/organizations concerned with violence prevention
and/or dealing with possible cases of radicalisation (e.g. social services,
education)
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Target groups of “train-the-trainer” approach: professionals providing
training / continuing education in the fields of work mentioned above



Desirable pre-training competencies of trainees and trainers
 The tool builds upon existing skills and resources and aims at expanding
competencies.
 Trainees should already be able to…
 reflect on own (professional and personal) roles and responsibilities
 reflect on potential for stigmatisation within prevention settings
 comprehend “normal” adolescent (problem) behaviour
 work in a diverse setting (in terms of professional context, culture, age,
gender, social background…)
 Trainers need to already be able to…
 all of the above
 process provided research findings and actively stay up to date
 adapt and frame the training according to local and national specifics as
well as to characteristics (background, skills, resources) of the trained
group



Languages:
 English
 German
 Can be translated to other languages either within Pericles (as far as budget is
available) or by third parties



National specifics:
 While work in the field of CVE/de-radicalisation is of course partly dependent upon
national1 conditions (with regard to police/LEA organisation, organization of
deradicalisation/prevention outside of the criminal justice system, and of course
regarding legal frameworks), the tool itself will not cover national specifics and will
not be adapted to conditions in specific states. It will focus upon knowledge on a
general level and not bound to specific conditions in European countries or
beyond.
 Hints will be incorporated into the “Train-the-Trainer(s)”-Tool, signifying points
where consideration of national specifics can be of outstanding importance.
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Sometimes even regional – as in the case of Germany with its wide-ranging autonomy of the police
forces of the 16 federal states.
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2 Overview of approach to tool development

See also: http://project-pericles.eu/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/5_Skills-and-CompetenciesTool_portrait.pdf
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3 Products
SCool consists of a Training Manual (PDF) and a set of slides in form of a Ready-to-use
Presentation (PowerPoint). The manual contains suggestions and instructions for the
execution of the trainings and the use of the presentation/slides as well as pointers regarding
contents where national and other specifics apply and adaptation/customization by the
trainers with regard to the national, cultural, and professional setting of the trainees and the
common challenges in this setting is required. The presentation consists of prepared slides
to be used by trainers in their work with trainees.
To make the tool known and to provide additional scientific sources for trainers as well as
other tool developers and scientists one or more papers on the topic of (further) education in
the field of the prevention of radicalisation will be submitted accompanying the release of the
tool.


Overview of central products:


Training Manual
 brief overview on aspects as detailed in the paper and other context
 suggestions & instructions for the execution of the trainings, and use of the
presentation/slides
 pointers regarding contents where national and other specifics apply



Ready-to-use Presentation
 prepared slides for use by trainers and study by trainees
 brief overview on aspects as detailed in the paper and other context



Scientific Paper
 scientific paper for submission to peer-reviewed journal
 accompanying release of the tool (= Manual + Presentation)
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4 Structure of the training/tool
MODULE I

M O D U L E II

M O D U L E III

Recognize

Interpret

Act

Learning
objectives;
„being able
to…“

…recognise
problematic
behaviour with
regard to
(precursors of)
potentially violent
radicalisation
processes

…assess the
ideological dimension
and violent potential of
problematic behaviour;
…deal with
ambiguity/uncertainty

…identify relevant own skills
and resources (and lack
thereof)
and act accordingly;
…cooperate within own
professional setting;
…involve other
professionals/institutions as
needed

Learning
content

Definitions,
radicalisation
models, push/pull,
protective/risk
factors;
role of ideologies
and social context
in radicalisation
processes

Contexts of critical
behaviour / behaviour
changes; appropriate
risk assessment
strategies for
practitioners

Legal frameworks and
professional responsibilities;
Interaction with vulnerable /
radicalising individuals and
their environments;
Intervention options and
relevant actors / institutions
(multi-agency-cooperation);
potential unwanted effects;
obstacles

Units à 90
minutes

2

2
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Teaching
methods and
materials

Input by trainer;
ready-to-use
presentation;
videos

Input by trainer; readyto-use presentation;
discussion of case
studies; reflection on
significance of
indicators (beforehand
and hindsight)

Input by trainer; ready-to-use
presentation; exercise in
reflection on own (resp. one’s
profession’s) skills and
resources; pos./neg. examples
of intervention
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4.1 Module I: Recognize
Learning
objectives

The trainees are able to recognise problematic behaviour with regard to
(precursors of) violent radicalisation processes

Unit 1
(90 min.)
Unit 2
(90 min.)
Teaching
methods
Teaching
material

Violent radicalisation processes: Key terms and selected theories
Phenomenological differences of extremist ideologies in action


Input by trainer




Ready-to-use Presentation
Videos

Clarification of terms




Extremism
 Neumann (2010): Extremism can be used to refer to political ideologies that
oppose a society's core values and principles. In the context of liberal
democracies, this could be applied to any ideology that advocates racial or
religious supremacy and/or opposes the core principles of democracy and
universal human rights. The term can also be used to describe the methods
through which political actors attempt to realise their aims, that is, by using
means that show disregard for the life, liberty, and human rights of others.
Radicalisation
 Beelmann, Jahnke & Neudecker (2017): Radicalisation can be understood
as a process of significant deviation from normative principles within social
systems (e.g. societies), leading up to extremist attitudes and dispositions for
action that are usually aimed at violently enforcing divergent norm systems
and may, e.g. be legitimized by totalitarian ideologies, religious
fundamentalism, or ethnic/national superiority. Radicalisation/extremism thus
includes at least three elements: (a) the legitimization or exercise of force or at
least illegitimate means to achieve certain (politically or religiously legitimized)
objectives (or certain normative concepts), (b) the devaluation of persons
belonging to other social groups (prejudice, concepts of inequality) [and (in the
case of political/religious extremism) (c) the establishment of a new social
order / norm orientation].
 Dalgaard-Nielsen (2010): A radical is understood as a person harbouring a
deep-felt desire for fundamental socio-political changes and radicalisation is
understood as a growing readiness to pursue and support far-reaching
changes in society that conflict with, or pose a direct threat to, the existing
order. (…) Violent radicalisation [is] a process in which radical ideas are
accompanied by the development of a willingness to directly support or
engage in violent acts.
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focus of tool on violent radicalisation (see Dalgaard-Nielsen, 2010)



Sensitivity required for stigmatizing and oppressive potential of terms such as
“extremism”, “radical” and “terrorist” (see e.g. Lindekilde, 2012; Mucha, 2017; Patel,
2017).



Radicalisation as an open-ended process; influencing factors on radicalisation
 no clear “root causes”, multitude of factors that can play a role in radicalisation
 open-endedness of radicalisation processes (not irreversible; no
predetermined end state)
 selected models of radicalisation
 as the tool has a focus on selective / secondary prevention, models will
be selected with regard to their utility for this purpose
 drawing both on “classical works“ in radicalisation research (like the
staircase-to-terrorism model by Moghaddam, 2005) and on more
recent conceptual developments, see for example:
 the 12 pathways described by McCauley & Moskalenko (2008)
 the "two-pyramids model" by McCauley & Moskalenko (2017)
 the “quest for significance model” by Kruglanski et al. (2014);
Kruglanski, & Orehek (2011); Kruglanski & Webber (2014);
Kruglanski et al. (2017)
 the relational approach developed by Alimi (2011); Alimi, Bosi,
& Demetriou (2012), (2015); Demetriou, & Alimi (2018)
 Della Porta (2013)




3 levels of influencing factors
 Micro / individual factors: problematic personality traits, problematic
cognitive processing patterns, propensity to aggression and violence,
experiences of social exclusion/rejection, …
 Meso / social factors: family conflicts / problematic parental care,
discrimination/marginalisation, poverty, experiences of violence, no
exchange with diverse groups, parental prejudices against other
groups, extremist and/or criminal peers, …
 Macro: inter-group conflicts (wars, conflicts about resources), growing
social inequality, …
 push and pull factors
 protective factors
 critical life events, trigger events, turning points
 extremist discourse
 online communication
 recruiting strategies

Radical world views and political extremism
 key features of right-wing ideology and “right-wing extremism in action”
 ideology of inequality; questioning of human rights principles
 different types of offenders
 lots of offenders with a criminal background
8





dimensions of right-wing extremism, e.g. supporting an authoritarian
dictatorial regime, chauvinism, xenophobia, social Darwinism,
downplaying of National Socialism
concept of group-focused enmity (see Heitmeyer, 2002; Zick et al.,
2008)



Key features of jihadist ideology and “Salafi/jihadist extremism in action”
 distinction between purist, political, jihadi Salafism
 attractiveness of Salafism especially for adolescents
 perceived discrimination and pressure on Islam in Western societies;
search for identity, dignity, meaning, and community
 radicalisation of Islam (Kepel, 2004, 2006, 2016) or “Islamisation” of
radicalism (Roy, 2002; 2017)?
 lots of offenders with very little knowledge on Islam (Kiefer et al., 2018)



key features of left-wing extremist ideology and left-wing terrorism
 little existing research (for an overview, see e.g. Pfahl-Traughber,
2014)
 heterogeneous field with very different movements based on different
ideologies, e.g.
 Marxism & Neo-Marxism
 Anarchism
 “autonomous” groups ready to use violence
 Antisemitism as narrative found in right-wing, left-wing, and
Islamist/Salafist ideologies (see Hirsh, 2018, on antisemitism and the
political left)

4.2 Module II: Interpret
Learning
objectives

The trainees are able to assess the ideological dimension and violent
potential of problematic behaviour.

Unit 3
(90 min.)
Unit 4
(90 min.)
Teaching
methods

Dealing with uncertainty

Teaching
material


Professional risk assessment and risk assessment by professionals






Input by trainer
Moderated Discussion
Group work with case studies
Ready-to-use Presentation
Case studies / summaries

Indicators of radicalisation
 aim: dealing with suspected cases in a professional, careful way
 reflect problems of stigmatisation
 indicators of possible radicalisation
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focus on violent radicalisation; limit to indicators which are most
relevant for the aims of the training (prevention of radicalisation
processes)
 emphasize that indicators have to be considered in context
Risk Assessment Tools
 Potential and limitations of risk assessment tools (e.g. Gill, 2015
Rettenberger, 2016; RTI International, 2018; Sarma, 2017; Smith,
2018)
 role of tools as assisting tool in structured professional judgement
 examples of existing risk assessment tools and procedures (e.g.
VERA-2R, ERG 22+, TRAP-18, MLG2)
 refer to Pericles Vulnerability Assessment Tool (and its relation to /
difference from other tools)

Case studies on violent extremism
 possible case examples from Germany
 attack on Sikh temple in the city of Essen (Kiefer et al., 2018)
 Arid U., attack on US soldiers at Frankfurt International Airport
(Böckler, Hoffmann & Zick, 2016)
 Safia S., knife attack against a police officer in Hanover (Matt et al.,
2018)
 Anis Amri, Berlin truck attack 2016 (Böckler, Hoffmann, & Meloy, 2017;
Goertz, 2017)
 “Sauerland” group (Kurenbach & Maßmann, 2010)
 National Socialist Underground – NSU (Koehler, 2017; Quent, 2016)
 David S., attack in Munich (Bannenberg, 2018)
 violent attacks on politicians: murder of W. Lübcke by Stephan E. in
2019; attempted murder of H. Reker by Frank S. in 2015 (Hill, 2019)
 cases from other European countries and international cases
 if applicable: provision of anonymised case summaries derived from
empirical work in Pericles
 trainers prepare case examples suited to the training setting and
trainee group
 derived from their own network
 derived from media reports and/or scientific publications

See Cook et al. (2013); see Lloyd (2019).
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4.3 Module III: Act
Learning
objectives

The trainees are able to identify relevant own skills and resources (and lack
thereof) and act accordingly; cooperate within own professional setting;
identify and involve other professionals/institutions as needed

Unit 5
(90 min.)
Unit 6
(90 min.)
Unit 7
(90 min.)
Unit 8
(90 min.)
Teaching
methods

Legal frameworks and role responsibilities for interventions

Teaching
material

Working with vulnerable or radicalised individuals and their social
environment
Multi-professional and multiprofessional cooperation
Feedback and Reflection






Input by trainer
Moderated Discussion
Group work
Ready-to-use Presentation
Case studies / summaries



Legal and professional responsibilities according to national-specifications
 relevant (national) regulations as prepared by trainers suited to the training
setting and trainee group



Working with vulnerable or radicalised individuals and their social environment
 refer to Pericles Family Care Package and other relevant resources



multi-agency cooperation
 different models of multi-agency working
 decision-making
 service delivery
 operational team delivery
 Cooperation both within law enforcement agencies and between law
enforcement and other public bodies and NGOs (see Radicalisation
Awareness Network, 2016a)
 Mitigating threats vs. supporting clients
 Regulations regarding information-sharing
(see Radicalisation Awareness Network, 2018, 2019)
 specifying exact forms of behaviour to be addressed with
prevention/intervention measures
 case studies on successful multi-agency working
 Danish model (Agerschou, 2014; Bertelsen, 2015; Dahlgaard, 2017;
Hemmingsen, 2015)
 Dutch Safety Houses (Raab, Mannak, & Cambré, 2015; Rovers, 2011)
 pilot project “Clearing Structures and Case Management” (Germany;
see Kiefer, 2017; Ceylan & Kiefer, 2018)
  RAN policy papers on successful models (Radicalisation
Awareness Network, 2018, 2019)
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finding relevant partners/resources/materials
 refer to Pericles Enhanced Platform and other relevant resources



community policing
 benefits of community policing approach for preventive work
 refer to existing manuals:
 CoPPRa (Community Policing and the Prevention of Radicalisation;
see Out, 2013) and SEPPRa (Sensibilisering Eerstelijns Professionals
in de Preventie van Radicalisering)
 TerRa (Terrorism and radicalisation; e.g. TerRA, 2014)
 Duke University: handbook for police on how to set up a community
outreach programme (Schanzer, Kurzman, Toliver, & Miller, 2016).



intercultural competencies; human rights
 highlighted in RAN guide on police training programmes as one of four areas
that require training (Radicalisation Awareness Network, 2016b)
 cannot be covered within the scope of the Pericles training (in terms of an
intercultural training)

12

5 References
Agerschou, T. (2014). Preventing radicalization and discrimination in Aarhus. Journal for
Deradicalization, Winter 2014/15, 1, 5-22.
Alimi, E. Y. (2011). Relational dynamics in factional adoption of terrorist tactics: A comparative
perspective. Theory and Society, 40(1), 95-119.
Alimi, E. Y., Bosi, L., & Demetriou, C. (2012). Relational dynamics and processes of radicalization: A
comparative framework. Mobilization: An International Quarterly, 17 (1), 7-26.
Alimi, E. Y., Bosi, L., & Demetriou, C. (2015). The dynamics of radicalization: A relational and
comparative perspective. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Bannenberg, B. (2018). Die Amoktat des David (Ali) Sonboly. Kriminologische Betrachtung der Tat in
München am 22. Juli 2016 (zugleich eine Replik auf Hartleb, Kriminalistik 12/2017, 715 ff.).
Kriminalistik, 72(7), 419-433.
Beelmann, A. Jahnke, S. & Neudecker, C. (2017). Prävention von Radikalisierungsprozessen:
Grundlagen entwicklungsorientierter Maßnahmen. Neue Kriminalpolitik, 4, 440-449.
Bertelsen, P. (2015). Danish preventive measures and de-radicalization: The Aarhus model. In W.
Hofmeister (Ed.), From the desert to world cities: The new terrorism (pp. 241-253). Singapore:
Konrad-Adenauer-Stiftung.
Böckler, N., Hoffmann, J., & Meloy, J. R. (2017). “Jihad against the enemies of Allah”: The Berlin
Christmas market attack from a threat assessment perspective. Violence and Gender, 4(3), 73-80.
Böckler, N., Hoffman, J. & Zick, A. (2016). The Frankfurt Airport attack: A case study on the
radicalization of a lone-actor terrorist. Journal of Threat Assessment and Management, 2 (3-4),
153-163.
Ceylan, R. & Kiefer, M. (2018). Radikalisierungsprävention in der Praxis. Antworten der
Zivilgesellschaft auf den gewaltbereiten Neosalafismus. Wiesbaden: Springer VS.
Cook, A. N., Hart, S. D., & Kropp, P. R. (2013). Multi-level guidelines for the assessment and
management of group-based violence. Burnaby, Canada: Mental Health, Law, & Policy Institute,
Simon Fraser University.
Dahlgaard, K.H. (2017). Problematizations in anti-radicalization policy: The case of Aarhus. Aalborg,
DK: Aalborg University.
Dalgaard-Nielsen, A. (2010). Violent radicalization in Europe: What we know and what we do not
know. Studies in Conflict & Terrorism, 33, 797-814.
Della Porta, D. (2013). Clandestine Political Violence. New York, NY: Cambridge University Press.
Demetriou, C. & Alimi, E. Y. (2018). Relational radicalization. In F. Dépelteau (Ed.), The Palgrave
Handbook of Relational Sociology (pp. 559-578). Cham: Palgrave Macmillan.
Gill, P. (2015). Towards a Scientific Approach to Identifying and Understanding Indicators of
Radicalization and Terrorist Intent: Eight Key Problems. Amended version of a talk originally given
at a conference on ‘Radicalization and Violent Extremism: Lessons Learned from Canada, the UK
and the US Conference’, Arlington, VA.
Goertz, S. (2017). Low-Level-Terrorismus: die Taktik islamistischer Einzeltäter. Kriminalistik (6), 382389.
Heitmeyer, W. (2002). Gruppenbezogene Menschenfeindlichkeit: die theoretische Konzeption und
erste empirische Ergebnisse. In W. Heitmeyer (Ed.), Deutsche Zustände, Folge 1 (pp. 15–36).
Frankfurt a. M.: Suhrkamp.

13

Hemmingsen, A. S. (2015). An introduction to the Danish approach to countering and preventing
extremism and radicalization. Copenhagen, Denmark: DIIS Danish Institute for International
Studies.
Hill, J. (2019, June 23). German politician's murder raises spectre of far-right attacks. BBC Online.
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-48716944
Hirsh, D. (2018). Contemporary left antisemitism. London, UK: Routledge.
Kepel, G. (2004). The war for Muslim minds: Islam and the West. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University
Press.
Kepel, G. (2006). Jihad: The trail of political Islam. London: I.B. Tauris.
Kepel, G. (2016). Terreur dans l'hexagone: 2005-2015: Genèse du djihad français. Paris: Gallimard.
Kiefer, M. (2017). Das Modellprojekt „Clearingverfahren und Case Management: Prävention von
gewaltbereitem Neosalafismus und Rechtsextremismus“. In N. Böckler & J. Hoffmann (Hrsg.),
Radikalisierung und terroristische Gewalt. Perspektiven aus dem Fall- und
Bedrohungsmanagement (S. 323–339). Frankfurt am Main: Verlag für Polizeiwissenschaft.
Kiefer, M., Hüttermann, J., Dziri, B., Ceylan, R., Roth, V., Srowig, F. & Zick, A. (2018). „Lasset uns in
sha’a Allah ein Plan machen“. Fallgestützte Analyse der Radikalisierung einer WhatsApp-Gruppe.
Wiesbaden: Springer VS.
Koehler, D. (2017). Right-wing terrorism in the 21st century: The National Socialist Underground and
the history of terror from the far right in Germany. London, UK: Routledge.
Kruglanski, A. W., Gelfand, M. J., Bélanger, J. J., Sheveland, A., Hetiarachchi, M., & Gunaratna, R.
(2014). The psychology of radicalization and deradicalization: How significance quest impacts
violent extremism. Political Psychology, 35, 69–93.
Kruglanski, A. W., Jasko, K., Chernikova, M., Dugas, M. & Webber, D. (2017). To the Fringe and
Back: Violent Extremism and the Psychology of Deviance. American Psychologist, 72, 217-230.
Kruglanski, A. W., & Orehek, E. (2011). The role of the quest for personal significance in motivating
terrorism. In J. Forgas, A. Kruglanski, & K. Williams (Eds.), The psychology of social conflict and
aggression (pp. 153-166). New York, NY: Psychology Press.
Kruglanski, A. W. & Webber, D. (2014). The psychology of radicalization. Zeitschrift für Internationale
Strafrechtsdogmatik, 9, 379–388.
Kurenbach, S., & Maßmann, V. (2010). Islamismus in Deutschland - die Sauerlandgruppe.
Kriminalistik, 64(10), 558-567.
Lindekilde, L. (2012). Neo-liberal Governing of “Radicals”: Danish radicalization prevention policies
and potential iatrogenic effects. Journal of Conflict and Violence, 6(1), 109-125.
Lloyd, M. (2019). Extremism Risk Assessment: A Directory. Full report. Available online:
https://crestresearch.ac.uk/download/7163/
Matt, E., Lisitzki, I., Purser-Williams, R. & Adams, T. (2018). National Report – Germany. In
International Juvenile Justice Observatory (Ed.), Prevention of Juvenile Radicalisation. Manual for
Professionals (pp 171-196). Available online:
https://www.oijj.org/sites/default/files/pralt_manual_en.pdf
McCauley, C. & Moskalenko, S. (2008). Mechanisms of Political Radicalization: Pathways Toward
Terrorism. Terrorism and Political Violence, 20:3, 415-433.
McCauley, C. & Moskalenko, S. (2017). Understanding political radicalization: The two-pyramids
model. American Psychologist, 72(3), 205-216.

14

Moghaddam, F. M. (2005). The staircase to terrorism: A psychological exploration. American
Psychologist, 60, 161-169.
Mucha, W. (2017). Polarization, stigmatization, radicalization: Counterterrorism and Homeland
Security in France and Germany. Journal for Deradicalization, 10, 230-254.
Neumann, P. R. (2010). Prisons and Terrorism. Radicalisation and De-radicalisation in 15
Countries. London: International Centre for the Study of Radicalisation and Political Violence.
https://www.clingendael.org/sites/default/files/pdfs/Prisons-and-terrorism-15-countries.pdf
Out, R. (2013). CoPPRa: Community policing and prevention of radicalisation. Journal EXIT.
Zeitschrift für Deradikalisierung und demokratische Kultur, 2/2013, 69-75.
Patel, T. G. (2017). It’s not about security, it’s about racism: counter-terror strategies, civilizing
processes and the post-race fiction. Palgrave Communications, 3.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1057/palcomms.2017.31
Pfahl-Traughber, A. (2014). Linksextremismus in Deutschland. Wiesbaden: Springer VS.
Quent, M. (2016). Rassismus, Radikalisierung, Rechtsterrorismus: Wie der NSU entstand und was er
über die Gesellschaft verrät. Weinheim: Beltz Juventa.
Raab, J., Mannak, R., & Cambré, B. (2015). Combining structure, governance, and context: A
configurational approach to network effectiveness. Journal of Public Administration Research and
Theory, 25(2), 479-511.
Radicalisation Awareness Network (2016a). Ex post paper Handbook on How to set up a multi-agency
structure that includes the health and social care sectors? Available online:
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/what-wedo/networks/radicalisation_awareness_network/ran-papers/docs/ex-post-paper-handbook-ran-hsc18-19-may-2016-copenhagen-dk_en.pdf
Radicalisation Awareness Network (2016b). RAN POL’s Guide on training programmes for police
officers in Europe. Available Online: http://counter-radicalisation.gr/images/publicpdf/RAN_POL_Guide_on_training_programmes_for_police_officers_-_final.pdf
Radicalisation Awareness Network (2018). RAN ISSUE PAPER Multi-agency working and preventing
violent extremism I. Available online: https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/whatwe-do/networks/radicalisation_awareness_network/ran-papers/docs/multi-agency-workingpreventing-violent-extremism-042018_en.pdf
Radicalisation Awareness Network (2019). Multi-Agency Working and preventing violent extremism:
Paper 2. A position paper from RAN H&SC. Available online: https://ec.europa.eu/homeaffairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/what-we-do/networks/radicalisation_awareness_network/aboutran/ran-h-and-sc/docs/ran_hsc_policy_mawr_report_sarma_26032019_en.pdf
Rettenberger, M. (2016). Die Einschätzung der Gefährlichkeit bei extremistischer Gewalt und
Terrorismus. Kriminalistik, 8–9/2016, 532-537.
Rovers, B. (2011). Resultaten van veiligheidshuizen: Een inventarisatie en evaluatie van beschikbaar
onderzoek. Den Bosch: BTVO - Bureau voor Toegepast Veiligheidsonderzoek.
Roy, O. (2002). Globalised Islam: The search for a new Ummah. London: C Hurst & Co.
Roy, O. (2017). Jihad and death: The global appeal of Islamic State. London: C Hurst & Co.
RTI International (2018). Countering violent extremism: The application of risk assessment tools in the
criminal justice and rehabilitation process - literature review. Available online:
https://www.dhs.gov/sites/default/files/publications/OPSR_TP_CVE-Application-Risk-AssessmentTools-Criminal-Rehab-Process_2018Feb-508.pdf

15

Sarma, K. M. (2017). Risk assessment and the prevention of radicalization from nonviolence into
terrorism. American Psychologist, 72(3), 278-288.
Schanzer, D., Kurzman, C., Toliver, J. & Miller, E. (2016). The challenge and promise of using
community policing strategies to prevent violent extremism: A call for community partnerships with
law enforcement to enhance public safety. Available online:
https://sites.duke.edu/tcths/files/2013/06/2015-full-report-FINAL1.pdf
Smith, A. G. (2018). Risk factors and indicators associated with radicalization to terrorism in the United
States: What research sponsored by the National Institute of Justice tells us. Washington, DC:
National Institute of Justice.
TerRa (2014). Radicalisation and how it’s relevant to you: A manual for community police officers.
Available online: http://terratoolkit.eu/wpcontent/uploads/2014/09/TERRATOOLKIT_MANUAL_POLICE_web_26.pdf
Zick, A., Wolf, C., Küpper, B., Davidov, E., Schmidt, P., & Heitmeyer, W. (2008). The syndrome of
group-focused enmity: the interrelation of prejudices tested with multiple cross-sectional and panel
data. Journal of Social Issues, 64(2), 363-383.

16

