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Invited Commentary

INTRODUCTION

ThearrivalofDonaldTrumptothepresidencyofUSandhispromisesoflegalizingtorturetodefeat
terrorismtriggeredahotdebateafter9/11intheUnitedStatesandtherestoftheworld.Forsome
pragmatistviews,torturewouldserveasanefficientinstrumenttopreventthebloodyterroristattack.
Whatwouldmakethestatewhentheattackisimminentbutthereisnoprecisionontheexactplace
anddateitwilloccur?,istortureavalidandlegitimatepracticetosaveinnocentlives?

Thoughthesequestionswerewidelydiscussedinlegaljurisprudenceaswellasthestudiesin
sociologyandanthropology,thephilosophyofethicshasmuchtosayinthefield.WhileJacquesDerrida
definedterrorismasaformofautoimmunesyndromethataffectsthefunctionabilityofinstitutions,
Habermasdelvesonthesemioticnatureofterrorismasderivedpathologyinthecommunicative
process(Borradori,2013).Scholars,specialistsandpunditsfail toreachagreementrespectingto
thenatureandevolutionofterrorism.Thoughtherearecountlessstudiesorientedtounderstandthe
terrorist´smotivations,thealready-existenttheoreticalplatformrestsontwocontrastingpoles.Some
voicesfocusonthenegativeeffectsofterrorismasirrationalcrimes,whichshouldstrengthenthe
internationalgovernmentalcooperationintensifyingmoreintrusivetactics(Huntington1997;Kagan
2004b;Staub2011;Chesteratal.2007),whereasotherwritersalludetoterrorismasadisciplinaryand
ideologicalconstructionwhichisunfoldedtocontrolthefrustratedandhaplesswork-force(Chomsky
1987;Bernstein2005;2015;Skoll2016;Korstanje2017).Irrespectiveofthisdiscussion,overthe
recentdecades,philosophersandpsychologiststoyedwiththebeliefthatterroristsfarfrombeing
considered“demons”,or“maniacs”, theyare lay-personswhograduallyexperienceaprocessof
radicalizationthatleadsthemtowardstheindifferencefortheother(McCauley&Moskalenko2008;
2011).Inthisrespect,itisvitaltodiscusstheimportanceofethicsasasetofbeliefsthatencompass
systematizingconceptsregardingtherightandwrong.Somehow,ethicswererelegatedasanefficient
sourceofanalysisinterrorismissues.Inpart,becauseweareeducatedtothinkthat“terrorists”act
beyondthebordersofethics,simplytheyareevil-doers.Secondlyandmostimportant,thedegreeof
instrumentalitywhichisproperofOccidentembracesenthusiasticallythetorturewithinthecirclesof
thedoctrineoflesserevil.Thismeansthattherearenoethicalconstraintswhenwestruggleagainst
theevilness.Althoughtortureisbannedbymanyformaconventions,legislationandinthewhole
ofRomanJurisprudence,nolesstrueisthatsomegovernmentsadmitthecontrolledtortureattime
ofanticipatingterroristattacks.Thefactisthatterrorismappearstojustifysomeaspectsofpolitics
otherwisewouldbewidelyrejected.Istortureanewformofself-defense?
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Inoneofthefewtheseminaltextsinthefield,whichisentitledThe Ethics of Self-Defense,
ChristianCoons&MichaelWeber(2016)setforwardaninnovativebutnotforthatlesspungent
argument,whatarethekeyfactorstoconstructarobustbackgroundforself-defenseturnsethical.
Thismootpointraisessomeinterestingquestionsaswhykillinginwarispreferablyacceptedwhile
gun-shootingtoinnocentpeopleinstreetsisconsideredasacrime,whatarethelimitsandlimitations
ofinnocenceasasocialconstrual?

Toputthisinbluntly,terrorismignitesthreeethicaldilemmaswhichrequirefurtherattention:

• Whileterroristsaredeemedas“evildoers”forvictims`culture,inotherplacestheyarelabelled
aswarriorsforfreedom;

• Terrorism undoubtedly needs from precautionary principle because terrorists exploit the
vulnerabilityoftheothersthroughtheorchestrationofsuddenattackagainstcivilians;

• TerrorismandReligiousfundamentalismcomefrompsychologicalresentment.

Asthisbackdrop,itisimportantnottolosesightthatthispaperdiscussescriticallysomeof
thestudiesembeddedwithinwhatexpertsknowas“theethicsofterrorism”,afieldwhichremains
unexploreduptodate.Beyondanyspeculation,terrorismpavesthewaysfortheriseofanevident
paradoxicalsituation.Whilewefeelconsternatedbythedisgraceofterrorismvictimsweareunable
tostopinconsumingterrorismthroughscreens.Thisessay-reviewispronetocontributewithafresh
alternative,whichorchestratesthecurrentclimateofterrorwithanewstageofcapitalismthatescapes
toanymoralconnotation:Thana-Capitalism.Thisraisesamorethanintriguingquestion,whatis
theroleofethicsinaworldwheredisastersarebeingcommoditizedasspectaclestobeconsumed
byaglobalspectorship?

PRELIMINARY DISCUSSION

Oneofthemostconfusingdilemmasintroducedbyterrorismseemstobeitsintersectionwith“the
precautionary principle” (Sunstein 2003; Bellamy 2005; Gray 2007; Skoll & Korstanje, 2013).
AlthoughmonthslatertheattackstoWorldTradeCenter,theUSreceivedtheinternationalsupport
ofotherdemocraticnationsinsolidarityofitspain,nolesstruewasthatthearbitrarydecisionsmade
infavortoinvadeIraqreversedthesympathyforAmericansworldwide.Bush´sadministrationmade
thedecisiontovulneratetheautonomyofIraqwiththeendofanticipatingawould-bepreventive
attack with Mass Destruction Weapons, at the time that the doctrine of precautionary principle
showedsomelimitationsatthetimeofconfirmingtherealrelevanceofthreats,orinothertermshow
imminenttheattackis.Heretwoassumptionsshouldbemade.Ononehand,theUS-ledinvasionto
IraqwokeupafeelingofabhorrencefortheunilateraldecisionmadebytheUS,showingamplythe
conceptualproblemsofprecautionarydoctrine.Itwasunfortunatethatthe“radicalconservatives”,
knownas“radcons”exaggerated theprobabilitiesof a thermonuclear attackby the sideof Iraq,
simplybecause,ruledbytheiremotions,theyneverdevotedtheirresourcestoconductanobjective
investigation(Kagan2004a;Weisberg2008;Korstanje2017).Thissuggeststhatrisksnotalwaysare
objectiveconstruesaspopularparlanceprecludes.Onanother,modernterrorismoperatedinthelimits
ofdemocracyconstrainingtheautonomyofpowersandbrancheswhichhistoricallycodeterminedthe
checkandbalanceorder(Simon2007;Altheide,2006;2007;2009;Skoll2007;2011).Inthisrespect,
awaveofcriticalscholarslaidthefoundationstoanalyzeterrorismwithinthespecterofspecialistsin
terrorism.AsLisaStampnitzky(2013)eloquentlyobserved,atthetimeterrorismconsolidatedasa
maturedoptionforappliedresearch,specialistsembracedamoreirrationaldiscourserevolvingaround
terrorists,whichadjoinedtothepreviousstereotypeslong-dormantthroughpopularparlance.Inthe
nameofthewar-on-terrorgovernmentsfosterfinancialreformsandeconomicprogramsotherwise
wouldberejectedbycitizenry.
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Returning to the figureofself-defenseandethics,CoonsandWeber (2016)understand that
theimpositionoffalseurgenciesmayverywellleadtowardsbiasedjustificationsthatideologically
legitimate the suspension of human rights in the name of security. Unless otherwise resolved,
preemption,CoonsandWeberadd,servestodismantlethedemocraticinstitutionsaswellasthe
necessarycheck-and-balanceagenciesthatpreventtheriseoftyranniesordictatorship.Doubtless,
the question whether the epistemological borders of self-defense or legitimate violence rest on
philosophicalfoundationssuggeststhatwecanrationallyconstructtheethicsthathelpsgovernments
innuancingviolence.Undoubtedly,the9/11changedthewaysofcontemplatinghomelandsecurity
forever,layingthefoundationstothetighteningofcontrolsandprotocolsatborderlandsandairports.In
thissense,HenceCoons&Weber(2016)pivotinbringingahotdebatetothefieldsofsocialsciences,
whichconfirmsthatuncertainnessandpreemptionareplayingleadingrolesintheconfigurationof
ethics,inourcurrentworld.Inhindsight,itisimportanttorevisitthemainthesisandtheoriesrevolving
aroundterrorismbecausemanyofthemareflawedorrestonshakyfoundations.Inothercases,the
specializedliteratureglossesovertheimportanceofethicsasmainpointsofentriesintheirdebates.
Whilethenotionofself-defenseisveryhardtograsp,nolesstrueisthattheperceptionofwhat
isanimminentattackdependsonmultiplefactorswhichareassociatedtoindividualorcollective
perception.Thisrepresentsaseriousriskforgovernanceandthederivedpoliticalstabilitybecause
socialimaginaryishighlymalleable.Bymovingthroughthefieldsofuncertainness,theself-defense
becomesinabuzzword,whichdeservesfurtherattention.Ethicallyspeaking,itseemsasthough
nevertheinvolvingactorsaresureoftherealconsequencesoftheiracts.Hence,externaldangerslead
towardsmoraljustificationsthatinvoketheprincipleofself-defenseinanycircumstanceorcontext.
Nomatterthanthepeligrosityoftheimmediacyoftheattack,humansareco-determinedbytheir
ownperceptionoftheworld.Startingfromthissubjectivity,thepsychologicalperceptionseemsto
beakeyfactortodealwithinthespecializedliterature.Thisappliesnotonlyforpersonsandsocial
relations,buttheinterplayamongstateinaworldfraughtbythescourgeofterrorism.Notsurprisingly,
theproblemofkillingnon-combatantsothersescapesfrommoralconceptionofpoliticsaswellas
thedecisionofstatetoyieldwars.ThereisaninterestingconfrontationbetweenauthorswithJeff
McMahan`sargumentinrespecttothebordersforapersontobecalledorblamedaspotentialthreat.
Broadlyspeaking,anypersonismorallyresponsiblewhenitisawareofitsacts(McMahan2016).
Rather,forMichaelOtsuka(2016)itis“impermissible”tokillothersinviewofthefactthatthey
representarealthreat.Therewouldbeanevidentinterestforthehumanjudgmentasthearticulator
thatdistinguishestheinventedfromrealrisks.Theethicalquandaryofethicsispronetodetermine
whatisrealfromafictionaldanger,butatthesametime,itdanglesthedistortionsinknowledgethat
usherusintofalsediagnoses.Forsomereason,thehumanwillisnotenoughtoreachtruthbutopens
thedoorstomultipleinterpretationsonrisks.Toputthisinbluntly,Alexander(2016)considersthat
proportionality, necessity and retreatareseparateconditionstoactivatetherightofself-defense.At
someextent,proportionalityshouldbeunderstoodasthelevelofusedforce,anypeopleusetoavoid
thethreatoritsproportionaldanger,whereasthenecessitysignalstotheneedsthelevelofforceto
benogreaterthanwhatisrequestedtoavoidthedanger(Alexander2016).Finally,theconceptof
retreatremindshowalwaysbywithdrawingfromthehostileenvironmentisalwayspreferablethan
killingorconductingapreventiveattack(Otzuka2016).

THE ROLE OF NATION-STATE IN THE WAR ON TERRORISM

Doubtless,thecomplexityofthetheoryofself-defensetobeappliedtoindividualcasestriplicates
attimewetrytouseitininternationalarena.Theproblemofterrorism,today,isposednation-states
totheirmorallimits,notonlybecausetheyhavetostruggleagainstaninternalenemygrantingall
humanrightsoftheircitizens,butalsobecauseitdefiestherulesofclassicwarfare,wheretraditional
armyforcesaretypicallytrained.Globally,nation-stateoptforweavingallegiancetoconveneaself-
protectionagainstexternalenemies,orembracinginternationaljurisprudence,whichposessome
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obstaclestothepowerofstateoverinnocent,andlay-citizens.AsFishback(2016)putsit,evenifstates
shouldlimitlegallytheirresponseincaseofconflicts,evenretreatingtoimpedefurtherharms,itis
necessarytodiscussagaintowhatextentthesestepsareusefultoreducethelevelofproportionality
incaseofinternalconflictorterrorism.Theinternationalrelationsamongstatesemulatethesocial
backgroundof“ananarchicsociety”,wheresolutionresultsfromtheongoingnegotiationsamong
manyactors.Whileinvolvingactorsagreeanalternativesolution,theprobabilitiesthattheconflict
aggravatesexponentiallyrisesaffectingtheconditionsofmanynon-combatantsandtheirprobabilities
tosurvive.ThisrelevantaspectofethicsisexcellentlyaddressedbySethLazar(2016)whoopposes
tothethesisthatnon-combatantslackofanyresponsibilitiesincontextsofwarfareassoldierswere.
He argues convincingly that the binomial combatants and non-combatants obscure more than it
clarify.Inhiswords:

I defended the overlap hypothesis: a morally significant number of combatants and non-combatants 
satisfy the criterion for liability to at least the same degree. This hypothesis is consistent with most 
combatants being liable and most non-combatants not. It supposes only that the overlap is morally 
significant – that the exception of the rule cannot be brushed aside. It implies that, on the responsibility 
account, either many u-noncombatants will be liable to be internationally killed, or, if we raise the 
threshold for liability to exclude them, many u-combatants will not be liable. (Lazar, 2016, p. 293)

Thisabovecitedexcerpt ignites thediscussionrevolvingaroundthe individual decision,not
collectivelynorassociatedtothestatusofcombatantornon-combatant,seemstobethetouchstone
for individual responsibility inwars.As this argumentgiven, the ethicsof self-defense calls for
interrogating furtherly on the doctrine of lesser-evil justifications (Alexander, 1976; McMahan,
2009;2010).Inconsonancewiththesamedebate,liberalScholarMichaelIgnatieff(2013),inhis
bookThe Lesser Evil,interrogatesontheroleplayedbynation-stateinstrugglingagainstterrorism.
TheCanadianphilosopherpolemicallyacknowledgesthatthestateshouldprotecttheintegrityof
itscitizenshonoringconstitution. Insodoing, itshouldunfolda lotofstrategiesandpolicies to
enhancethehomelandsecurity.Sinceterrorismnotonlydefiesthelogicofdemocracybutappeals
tocontrolledformsoftorturebytheendsofstatetopreventthenextblow,heholdsthepungent
thesisthattheprecautionaryprincipleisthebestcourseofactionincontextofuncertainty.Besides,
thetheoryoflesserevilemphasizesontheeffectsofterrorism,acceptinglegaltortureasanantidote
againstthevirusofterrorism.Nolesstrueisthat,likeIgnatieff,thosescholars,whoenthusiastically
embracethelesser-evildoctrine”,overtlycontendthatthefigureoftorturewouldbehelpfultogather
informationonlyiflegallyregulatedbydemocraticinstitutions.Inthisvein,CassSunsteinhasexerted
aradicalcriticismonthedoctrineofpreventionorpreemptionbecauseitlacksofanall-encompassing
theoreticalframeworktounderstandtheproblemofpopulism.Forhisstance,itimportanttostart
fromthepremisethatfearorpanicleadstoirrationalstateofbehaviourwhichobscuresthedecision
makingprocess.Whenthishappens,theclaimsofcitizenryforamoresecuresocietyorevenrisk-
zerosocietyushersgovernmentsintoadifficultposition,whichnotonlydoesnotresolvetheproblem
butaggravateit.Thebestexamplewherethisfitsis9/11ortheAttackstoWorldTradeCenter.This
traumaticeventrepresentedfortheUnitedStatesaswellastheworldthebeginningofanewera.
ThosecountrieswithpreviousexperiencesindealingwithterrorismsupportedrapidlytotheUS,
butwiththepassingofyearsitwasevidentthatterrorismwassomethingmorecomplexanalysts
precluded. Americans gradually experienced how their day-to-day lives were radically changed
towardsnewformswherethesecuritizationandthecultureofsurveillanceprevailed.Sunstein(2005)
explorestheroleplayedbyrationalityintheprocessofdreadanditsconsequentrelationshipwith
democracy.Fromhispointofview,inademocracy,oratleastinadeliberativedemocracy,thedebate
predominatesoverotherformsofdeliberationtodecreasesomewhatinvoluntaryerrors.Thisisthe
pointthatdistinguishesadeliberativedemocracyfromademagogicpopulism.Inotherwords,the
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stateofadisasterthatinvolvesacommunitymightbepreventedorpartlymitigatedwheneverthe
issuesthatimpingeonthepubliclifearepreviouslydiscussed,debatedandforecasted.Thisbelief
wouldexplainthereasonsastowhydemocraticsocietieshavemoreinstrumentstofacedisasters
thantotalitarianorauthoritarianones.Whereasthelatterdoesnotprovidetheircitizenswiththe
necessarystepstoevaluatethepre-existingrisks,theformerinvestsaconsiderableamountofcapital
intheprocessofmitigationandpreparednessfornaturalcatastrophes.Theproblemofpublicfearis
inextricablyinterrelatedtotheextentpotentialhazardsarecensoredbythestate.Sunsteingoeson
toacknowledge“democraciesdobestiftheyabstractfromthelargestquestionsandtrytoobtaina
consensusfrompeoplewhodisagreeon,orareunsureabout,howtoresolvethosequestions.Inthe
contextoffear,Isuggest,itispossibletoobtainjustsuchaconsensus…Iunderstandfeartodepend
onsomekindofjudgmentthatweareindanger(Sunstein2005:3).”

Startingfromthepremisethatfearsarepre-determinedbypreviousbeliefsrootedintheways
ofperceivingdisruptingevents,peopleseemtobepronetoexperienceseriousrisksinmattersthat
arerelativelysafewhereasinsomecircumstancesavoidrealthreatsbecauseofignoranceoreven
imprudence.Hetoyswiththeideathattheprecautionaryprinciplestemsfromafocalbeliefabout
health,safetyandenvironmentborninthecoreofEuropeanenlightenmentduringXVIIIthandXIXth
centuries.Nonetheless,fearlikeotherunderlyingemotionsworksasacascadeorbetteravirusthat
contaminatesothershosts.Inprospective,thesocialday-to-dayinteractiondetermineswhatcanbe
consideredafrightfulevent(Sunstein2005).Whileacceptingthat the“precautionaryprinciple”,
SunsteinadamantlycriticizesEuropeadmitsthattheexternalworldshouldbecontemplatedwithin
thehegemonyofexpertsandriskanalysts.Thatway,thesenseofrisklaysthefoundationforthe
appearanceofnewproblemswhichwereuncontemplatedbecausegovernmentsfollowedirrational
ordemagogicpropositions.Besides,theoverexposureofspectorshiptoprecautionaryprincipleleads
verywelltowardsafreneticclimateofpanic.Theprecautionaryprinciplehidestherealreasonsof
risks,initializingasetoferroneousproceedingswhichareenrootedinthefuture(Sunstein2005).
JeanBaudrillardcitedtheplotofMinorityReporttoexplainthelimitationsofprecautionaryprinciple.
InafuturistWorld,theprecogsprevisualizecrimesbeforetheywerecommitted.Thishelpednot
onlypolicetoarrestpotentialcriminalstakingadvantageoftheir“predictivepower”,butalsothe
crimewascurbedtozero.Thoughthissounds-atapreliminarystage,asawonderland,something
works wrong and Captain John Anderton unjustly accused from a crime he never will commit.
WhatBaudrillarddiscussesisthattheprecautionaryprinciplenotonlydeterminesthefreechoiceof
citizens,butalsoover-valorizeseventsthatneverhavetakenplaceinreality(Baudrillard2005;2006).
Thisbegsamorethaninterestingquestion,is9/11thestartofaclimateofpanicthatlegitimatedthe
precautionaryprinciple?

9/11 AND THE ETHICS OF TERRORISM

Althoughtheeconomicandpoliticaleffectsof9/11werewidelystudied,amazinglyfewthinkers
knowtherealreasonsandconsequencesofthistraumaticeventinpopularculture.HenceProfessor
LukeHowie(2010)fleshedoutaninterestingdiagnosisofterrorismand9/11whichmeritsbeingre-
discussed.CenteredonthelegacyofBaudrillard,ZizekandLacquerhewritesthatterrorismshould
beunderstoodassomethingmorecomplexthananillegalformofviolenceasspecializedliterature
accepts.Terroristsdonotwantalotofpeopledied,theyratherwantalotofpeoplewatching,orin
termsofHowie,witnessing:

The witness is a central figure of this book. I base my arguments in this book on the assumption that 
no witness terrorism is to be a victim of terrorism since, as Jenkins has argued, terrorist want a lot 
of people watching, not just a lot of people dead. Those who watch, those who bear witness, are the 
intended targets of terrorism. (Howie, 2010, p. 7)
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The media reproduces, Howie adds, not only a biased image of 9/11 but also locates the
discussionintothebordersofocular-centrism.Inthistoken,Howiearguesthatthecultureofsimulacra
reconfigurestheproblemofterrorismintothesamefieldsofcelebrities.Likecelebrities,terrorists
areofteninquestoffameandvisibilityinasmuchaseverythingwhattheydoisorientedtocaptivate
thespectorshipattention.Combiningthemethodsofself-ethnographywith105interviews,Howie
remindsthatterrorismassocialphenomenonisbasedontwomainissues.Atafirstglance,there
wouldbeadivisionbetweenusandthemwhichreanimatesoldrivalriesandconfrontationsamong
ethnicitiesorgroups.Secondly,theotherisenvisagedas“anevil-doer”ordeclared“astheaxisof
evil”,whichimpedesafrankdialogueofbothsidestonegotiatemorepeacefulalternatives.9/11
associates,doubtless,totheconceptof“traumaescape”,inawaythatthosewhohadnotfaceda
directexperiencewithterrorismfeelmorepanicthanthosewhoareinthetheatreofoperations.We
liveinacultureofwitnessingwhichevokesourownvulnerabilityascitydwellers,butinsodoing,
manyracistpracticesemergetopointonMuslimcollectives.Indeed,oneofthemainrisksconsists
in“islamophobia”,oranyotherrelatedchauvinistexpressionofracism.AllliesinthesamePandora
box.Whatremainsclear,isthatwithoutwitnessterrorismwouldneverexists:

The spectacle of terrorism depends of the co-existence of witnesses, images of terrorism, and – in 
contemporary times- cities. 9/11 happened, it happened on 11 September 2001 in New York City, 
Washington DC and a field of Pennsylvania. The image, however, is not bound to this temporal 
and geographic logic. 9/11 was an atemporal event that can be understood in time and space in 
apparently unlimited coordinates of temporality and spatiality. It resides in the desert of the real of 
the contemporary city. (p. 60)

Thepowerofamplificationofmediaterrorismisbasedontheneedsofcaptivatingaudiencein
orderforenhancingfurtherprofits.Justthere,whereobserversorpunditsplaceterrorismasagreat
evilforWest,Howieseesanotherpointinthediscussion.Associalfield-workers,wewillnever
understandterrorismifwerejecttheideathat9/11wasafoundingeventthatforged“acultureof
witnessing”,whichworkedasaconduitofterror.Insteadofspeculatingonwherethenextblowwill
takeplace,specialistsshouldexploretheeffectsofterrorisminourdailylife.Thewaronterrordeclared
byBush`sadministrationpressedtowardsmanyofthechangesworkerunionsfacetoday,oreven
theclimateofparanoia,throughneoliberalprogramsareintroducedwithinsocieties(Howie2010).

Other seminal book, which fits with the same argumentation, is edited by Senior Professor
MahmoudEid(2014)Exchange Terrorism Oxygen for Media Airwaves.Theeditorcoinstheterm
Terrorediatodenotethatinterplaybetweenterrorandmassmedia.Inthisrespect,thereisanuncanny
coexistence between professional journalism and the needs of terrorists to gain the attention of
globalpublicsandaudiences.InconsonancewithHowie,Eidacknowledgesthatthediscourseof
9/11introducedinAmericanSocietythedemonsofintolerance,appealingtothedemonizationof
terroristswhileatthesametimetheywereenthralled“ascelebrities”.While9/11acceleratedatrend
todemonizethenonwesternothers(Muslim),theseriousviolationtohumanrightsperpetratedby
authoritiesarenotdenounced.Thisopensthedoorsforaparadoxicalsituationsimplybecausewhat
mediaportraysareonlypartialtruths.ThemainthesisinEid`sbookisthatterrorismandmedia’s
swampisexplainedbytheco-dependencytofabricate“oxygen”.Withoutterror,bothpartieswould
beneverbenefitedasnowtheyare.Inthisvein,Editorwrites:

Meanwhile, in order for both to survive, terrorists seek to garner public attention and the media 
seek to find top-stories to sell. In a sense, both parties target wide-ranging audiences (although 
for different purposes); hence, they interact in a highly toxic relationship that involves a process of 
exchange necessary for their survival. The exchanging process contributes to the survival of each 
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party; acts of terrorism provide media stories that result in more broadcasting airwaves, press texts, 
and digital data bytes, while the media coverage brings public attention to terrorists—the oxygen 
necessary for their existent. (Eid, 2014, p. 24)

Toputthisslightlyinotherterms,thequestionwhethermediaplaysacrucialroleindisseminating
thefearthatterrorismengenders,terrorediaiscreatedbythedialecticsoffearandviolence.Attime
mediacoversexplanationsonhowterroristsplantheirattacks,globalaudiencesdevoteconsiderable
attentioninthisissue.Paradoxically,thisattentionpavesthewaysfor“terror-inspiring”messages
(Eid,2014,p.25).

Asthepreviousargumentgiven,A.HoskinsandB.O`Loughlin(2009)exploredtheconflicting
discourseimposedbytelevisionandmediaasanideologicalcorethatdeliversaclimateofterroras
neverbefore.Thediscourseofterrorisexternallydesignedcombiningvariouselementsandfactors
whichcorrespondwithexternalthreats,ordangers.ThisoscillatesfromMuslimterrorismtoclimate
change.Thoughthenatureandthesubsequentevolutionoftheserisksmaintaindifferentdiagnoses,
Mediaelaboratesapastichethatservesasaformofentertainmentforuninformedmasses.Asstated,
authors analyzewhat theydubbedas “CNNeffect”,whichexplains the effectsof journalism in
thereallife.OvercenturieswithintheUStwocontrastingdiscoursescoexistedandconfrontedin
internationalrelations:DemocraticImperialism,andassertivemulticulturalism.Whiletheformer
signalstotheinterventionofmainpowersinroguestatesorundemocraticcultureswhichinmajor
orlesserdegreethreatenstheglobalpeace,thelattercircumscribestothepoliticaldiscoursethat
findsinternationalproblemstryingtoresolvewithallieswithotherautonomousnationsorinthe
legalcirclesofpreexistinginstitutions.Theinflationofrisk,whichusheredaudiencesintoaclimate
ofextremeterror,pavesthepathwaysfortheriseandexpansionofdemocraticimperialismasthe
maindiscourseof international politics inasmuchas the interests to strengthen amore assertive
multiculturalismdeclines.Thediscourseof terrorappearsnot tobe limited to terrorismbut it is
widelyappliedtoothercontextsasclimatechange,pertheoutcomesfoundinChaturvediandDoyle
(2015).Theexternalrisksas“climatechange”engenderseriouschangesinthesocialinstitutions
reinforcingthecentre-peripherydependencywhichwasinstalledfromcolonialrule.AsKorstanje
(2017)alerted,terrorismnotonlywakesupWesterncivilizationfromtheslumberitwas,butalso
engendersseriousproblemstounderstandthealterity.Whilethefigureofhospitalitywascreatedin
thewesttocolonizetheglobe,makingfromthenonwesternnativessomethingthatcanbeadjusted
totheidealsofEnlightenment;terrorismiserodingthebasisofhospitalitycompromisingseriously
themainstreamculturalvaluesofOccidentsuchasmobilities,democracyandhospitality.Aworld
whereuncertainnessprevails,isaworldwherethepresenceoftheothershouldberadicallyeffaced
(Korstanje2017).Whatindeedcausesterrorinwholepostindustrialsocietiesseemsnottobeterrorism
inthestrictsenseofthewordbutourinherentincapacitiestounderstandtheotherness.

Last but not least, Professor Geoffrey Skoll (2016) debates hotly the role of fear culture in
Americansociety.Atafirstglance,thecultureoffearwasenrootedintheDNAofAmericafromits
inception.Thefeartothestrangersandtothetyrannyplayedacrucialroleinconfiguringthesocial
scaffoldingoftheUnitedStates.Overtherecentdecades,thisfearwasexportedtoothercultures
andnationsinorderfortheidealsofEmpiretobelegitimized.Itspositionofglobalpowerwasused
toinstillfearworldwide,Skolladheres.Inthecountiesatthecenteroftheworldcapitalistsystem
fearservedtoprotectthestatusquosocialorder.After9/11thiscultureoffearbecameglobalizedin
conjunctionwiththeUS-ledEmpire.TheUSdominatedcultureindustries,incinemaespecially,shaped
publicconsciousnessinsupportoftheempire.Cultureconstructionaidedandabettedsecuritization,
whichpromisedasaferworld,andgovernmentsreliedonbothtoprotectagainstdomesticterrorism
internally.Infact,thesecuritizationofglobalimperialismhasreallybeenpacificationofsegmentsof
populationswhoposedathreattotheinterestsofcapitalowners(Skoll2016).SkollquestionsWhat
aretheethicallimitsoftortureandterrorisminourcontemporarysociety,ifterroristsaredemons
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orevildoerswhocanwejudgethemorputinajusttrial?Afterall,demonsareevil-doersandtheir
natureisinexpugnabletohumancontrol.Whileterroristsaremistakenlydemonizedthehumanjustice
doesnotfalloverthem.Inthenextsection,wewilldiscussnotonlytheethicallimitsofterrorism
andtorturebutalsowoulddelveintothefieldsofphilosophyofterrorism.

THE ROLE OF FEAR AND THE ETHICS OF TERRORISM

Overtherecentyears,tobemorepreciseafterthestockandmarketcrisisoccurredinWallStreet
in2008,well-renownedspecialistsquestion theprivilege roleof theUS inmaking from the
worldasecureplace(Williams2016).Somevoicesalertedontheneedsofforginga“sustainable
security”,which regulatesnotonly the financialdisciplineofstate respecting to thedefense
budgetbutalsoimplementingnewpoliciesandinstrumenttowardsthematerialfoundationstoa
newAmericansecuritystrategy.IntheirbookSustainable SecuritySuriandValentinoformulate
thefollowingquestions:

This book poses four fundamental questions of America´s security commitment, aimed at assessing 
core interest and long term sustainability. First, what benefit does the United States obtain from a 
given alliance? Put differently, what negative consequences might the United States suffer if it ended 
a particular commitment, and how likely are those consequences to occur? (Suri & Valentino, 2016)

Asthisbackdrop,J.Kirshner(2016)exploreshowthewrongpoliciesinfinancialausteritymay
leadtomilitarycatastrophes.After9/11AmericansandAmericangovernmenthasfallenpreyof
fear,andthishadaseriouscostforthem.Today,theriseofcostsandinflationwhichwasgenerated
bythecurrentfinancialcrisismakesalmostimpossibletokeeponthestrategiesofColdWarWorld.
Thelong-lastingcrisisthatstartedin2008andcontinuesinthepresentnotonlypresstheUnited
States to rethink the strategies in national security for the years to come, but also reminds that
economicimbalancescreateseriousconstraintsforcentralpowers.Equallyimportant,S.Soyinka
(2005)brilliantlyexploresterrorismasthesignofsocialdecompositionandtheendsofdemocracies.
The9/11markstheepicenterofamoreradicalizedviolencethatdoesnotseemtodiscriminateby
ethnicityorclass.Underpinnedinthepropositionallwearetheprey,thediscourseoffearinitialized
byterrorismalternatesafalsefundamentalismwithresentment.Terrorism,afterall,exhibitsthemoral
crisisdemocraciesareexperiencingduetothedeclineofhumanrighttherespectfortheother.As
acitizenofThirdWorld,Soyinkaisfamiliarwiththeclimateofterrorcomingcrossundeveloped
nations.ThesentimentofvulnerabilitydevelopednationsarefacingtodayisnotnewforSoyinka,
whoarguesthattheworldcannotescapesocialinstabilitywhenperpetratorsofcrimescanselltheir
storiestothemedia.LatinAmericaandAfricahaveexperiencedthisstateofaffairsformanyyears.
Generally,the70’sand80’sarecharacterizedbytheadventofbloodydictatorshipsthatsilenced
theirdissentingvoicesbyviolenceandremovalofdignity.Thisprovidedthespringboardforthe
post-9/11eventsthatareshockingtheUSandEurope.Soyinkaclaimsthat9/11didnotsurprisehim.
Fromthatmomentonwards,internationalpublicopinion(eveninAfrica)experiencedanewclimate
offear,inspiteofthepreviousexperiencesofpoliticalterror.Soyinkabelievesthattheworldhas
facedextremesituationsofpanicbefore9/11rangingfromNazismandtheSecondWorldWarto
nuclearweapontesting.Oneoftheaspectsofglobalpowerthatfacilitatesthisfeelingofuncertainty
seemstobethelackofavisiblerivalryoncetheUSSRcollapsed.Thepoliticterrorpromulgatedby
statesdiminishesthedignityofenemies.Thesepracticesarerootedinsideaterritorybutpavedthe
wayforanewformofterrorismwhichendedintheWorldTradeCenterattacks.Itisincorrecttosee
9/11asthebeginningofanewfearbutasthelatestdemonstrationofthepowerofanempireover
therestoftheworld.Masscommunications,though,transformedourwaysofperceivingterrorism
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evenifitdidnotaltertheconditionsthatfacilitatethenewstateofwar.Unlikeclassicaltotalitarian
Stateswhichare constructedbymeansofmaterial asymmetries, thequasi-States construct their
legitimacybydenouncingtheinjusticesoftheWorld.Quasi-Statesarenotonlyterroristcellsbutalso
mega-corporationswhichworkincomplicityproducingweaponsforonesideortheother.Making
profitofhumansufferingisaprimaryaspectthatcharacterizesthesequasi-states.Theuncertainty
thesecorporationsengenderdeniestheminimumcodesofwarbyemphasizingtheinexistenceof
boundariesandresponsibilities.Oncerectitudehasbeensubstitutedbytherighttoexercisepower,
pathwaystowardsamoralsuperiorityarefrustrated.UnlikethedisasteroftheNapalm-bombingof
non-combatantsbytheUnitedStatesinVietnam,thisnewwar-on-terrorischaracterizedbytargeting
innocentsasaprimaryoption.Inoppositiontoconventionalwars,war-on-terrorexpandsfearunder
thefollowingtwoassumptions:a)hitscantakeplaceanywhereandanytime,and,b) there isno
limitsonbrutalitynon-combatants.Warsdependon the capacity to control othersbasedon the
principleofpower.Governmentsoftenneedthematerialresourcesoftheirneighbors.Wherethe
expropriationmethodofcapitalisttradefails,warfindssuccess.Onemightspeculatethatwarshould
beunderstoodasanextensionofeconomicproductionorthecontinuationofeconomicexploitation
whichcharacterizesthecapitalistsystembyothermeans(Soyinka2005).

Lastbutnot least, IgorPrimoratz(2004)crosses the linesofethicsconfrontingwith the
natureofterrorisminitsownsoil.Thescourgeofterrorismraisesnumerousethicalquestions
respectingtotheroleofvictimsaswellasthemoralrepugnanceinsociety.Perhisviewpoint,
terrorismnotonlyisbasedonan“illegalviolence”asdiscussedinearliersections,butrepresents
aformof“intimidation”withtheendofvulneratingothersthroughthearticulationofterror.
Theethicsofterrorismnotonlyrestsonshakyfoundations,simplybecauseitdefiesanyethical
basis, but also terrorism should be defined as a “crime”. Although some studies emphasize
on the subjective connotation of terrorism, which means that their acts are legitimated by
somegroups,Primoratzconsiderstheissueterribleunjust.Toputthisslightlyinotherterms,
terroristsselect“innocenttargets”toamplifyamessageofextortionagainstathirdparty.Itis
vitaltodiscussthereasonswhyguerrillaplannedtheattacksagainstchiefpoliceofficerswhile
modernterrorismvulnerates“laycitizens”.Whatismorethaninterestingtodiscussistheturn
ofdirectionrespectingtohowterrorismbecomesmorecruelandinsensibletohumansuffering.
Inthe70sdecade,terroristscarefullyselectedcelebrities,importantofficialsorChiefPolice
officersas targetsof theirattacks.Sucha tactic,gradually,sets thepaceto theassassination
ofjournalists,businessmenortourists.Thetouristandleisurespotshavesituatedasthemain
targetsforMuslimterrorismintherecentyears.

IfthesocietyofriskwasenvisagedbypostmodernscholarsaftertheChernobyl´saccident
(Beck,1992;2004;Giddens1999),theethicsandliabilityfordecisionmadewereplaying
avitalroleintheconfigurationoftheselfwithitsethos.TheBeck´sparadoxrevealstwo
importantthings.Firstly,humansarenotfamiliarwiththetotaltruth,whichledsometimes
todecisionsthatprecipitatetodisasters.Secondly,humansevenintheirbaddecisionsare
responsibleforthegeneratedrisks.Thishappenssimplybecauserisks,whichareenrooted
intheabstractfuture,areco-determinedbyapreviousdecisionbytheendofagency(Beck
1992;Lyng2004).Mostcertainly,thesociologyofpostmodernistwashelpfulforrisksociety
butitchangedalotafter9/11.Precisely,thiseventshowednotonlytheendofrisksociety
butalsotheriseofanewstageofcapitalism,wheretheconsumptionofdeathsituatedas
themainexchangeablecommodity.Inhisrecently-publishedbook,Korstanje(2016)coins
thetermThana-Capitalismtosignalanewepochwherehumanrelationsaremediatedby
the consumption of death. The rise of a new type of tourism where visitors, instead of
enjoyingfromsunandbeach,visitspacesofmassdeathandtragediesembodies thesign
ofanunarguableproof. Infact, theclassicpatternsofconsumptionduringholidayshave
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beenreplacedbymoremorbidforms,wheretheothers`deathisprioritizedbyinternational
demandasthemaincriterionofattraction.Darktourismexemplifiesanewemergenttrend
tovisitspacesofmourning,deathandsufferinginorderforthepropervisitor`slifetobe
re-interpreted.However,Korstanjedoesnotendhisworkwiththisconclusionbutevenhe
doublesthebetarguingthatsimilartendenciesinwitnessingothers`deatharenotlimited
to tourism or leisure consumption, but also remains present in almost all the lifestyle in
contemporarysocieties.Fromthevideogames,tomovies,andliterature,wearefascinatedby
theothers`sufferingbecauseitconfirmsourprivilegestatusasfirstworldcitizen.Thebest
analogythatexplainshowtheThana-Capitalismworkscanbefoundintheplotofthenovel
The Hunger Games.Inthisfuturistworld,apowerfulandhealthycapitolcitymonopolizes
acruelexploitationover13districtssituatedintheperiphery.ThepresidentSnowinvites
to participants to play a bloody competition where only one will reach the glory. These
gamesnotonlyaretelevisedtoalldistricts,participantsareforcedtofightagainstothersto
death.Becauseeachparticipantoverexaggeratesitsownprobabilitiestowin,itiswhySnow
keepshishegemonyoverthedistricts.Thesedistrictsarepoorerandpeopletherestruggle
tosurviveinextremeconditionofpovertywhilethecapitolmanagesadvancedtechnology
andisexorbitantlyrich.Asanideologicaldiscourse, theHungerGamesemulatethelack
ofempathywhichisnecessaryforsocialcooperationtodefystatusquo.IntimesofThana-
Capitalism,thesameplaceisoccupiedbythenewsonterrorismwhichofferstospectorship
amantleofprotection.Inasecularizedsocietywheredeathisseenasaweakness,Korstanje
adds,thelifeismetaphoricallyrepresentedasagreattracewhereonlyfewwillwin.This
realwinner-takes-all-narrativebespeaksofanatmosphereofextremecompetitionwherethe
materialasymmetriesbetweenhaveandhave-notsaregraduallyenlarged.Theriseofdeath-
seekersdenotesanewclass,whichisself-regulatedbyegoism,narcissismandorientedto
consume“theother´ssuffering”tovalidatehowspecialtheyare(Korstanje2016).

AsMEid(2014)orL.Howie(2010)envisaged,terrorismandnews-relatedtoterrorismprovide
to“death-seekers”thenecessaryoxygenfortheirnarcissistcharactertopersist.Intheliberalmarket,
fewconcentrateamajorportionofwealthwhiletherestisforced-fullymarginalizedtolivewith
nothing. In this climateof socialDarwinism,gazingat theother`sdeath implies a sentimentof
happinessbecauseafterall,wearestillintrace,towardsthetrophyofchosenpeoples(Korstanje
2016).Intheworldofdeathseekers,morality,ethicsandresponsibilitiesarenolongernecessary
becausebehaviourisjudgedbytheeffects,neverbytheunderlyingcauses.Thisisthemainreason
whythesocietyofrisksimplyfadedaway.

CONCLUSION

ThesocietyofriskimaginedbyBeckorGiddensposedtheethicalrisksforthedecisionson
thehandsofcitizens,eludingthenation-state´sliabilityforthehomelandsecurity.Withthe
turnofthecenturyandafterthe11Septemberof2001,thecapitalistsystemchangedforever,
or mutated towards a new but irreversible facet. The question whether Beck argued that
risksservedasamediatorbetweencitizensandinstitutions,itwaspossiblebecausecitizens
internalizedtheethicalresponsibilitiesfordecisionstheelitemade.BytheadventofThana-
Capitalism,ethicswasemptiedlosingallitsmeaningandconnotations.Aswehavedebated
inearlier texts, theobsession toconsumethe“other´spain”wasconducive to theneeds to
reaffirmtheproperstatusaspartoftheprivilegeclass,orchosenpeoples.Thus,thisessay
reviewwentthroughtheebbsandflowsofprecautionaryprinciple,discussingcriticallythe
conceptuallimitationsofacceptingtortureasthe“lesserEvil”.Stillfurther,theever-increasing
climateofterrorplaysasymbioticrolewiththemedia,whichremainsasatopicthatmeritsto
berevisited.Lastly,westartfromthethesisthatoneofthemosttroublingaspectofterrorism
seemsnottobeassociatedtotheinstilledfear,buttoourobsessiontoconsumeit.Thetheory



International Journal of Risk and Contingency Management
Volume 7 • Issue 2 • April-June 2018

93

of Thana Capitalism successfully describes how at the time we do considerable efforts to
demonize terrorismasa“global loomingrisk”,wefail tostopwatchingthebloodycrimes
terroristcowardlyperpetrate.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

WewouldbegivemythankstoProfessorKennethStrangwhoencouragedmetowritethispaper,
andweherebydedicate thismanuscript to thememoryofprofessorMahmoudEidwholeft this
worldinFebruary2017.Needlesstosay,ProfessorEidnotonlywasawell-versedresearcherbuthe
contributedtoexpandthecurrentunderstandingofterrorismanditsinterplaywiththemass-media.



International Journal of Risk and Contingency Management
Volume 7 • Issue 2 • April-June 2018

94

REFERENCES

Alexander,L.(2016).Recipeforatheoryofselfdefense:theingredients,andsomecookingsuggestions.InC.
Coons&M.Weber,(Eds.),TheEthicsofSelf-Defense(pp.20-50).Oxford:OxfordUniversityPress.doi:10.1093/
acprof:oso/9780190206086.003.0002

Alexander,L.A.(1976).Self-defenseandthekillingofnoncombatants:AreplytoFullinwider.Philosophy & 
Public Affairs,408–415.

Altheide,D.L.(2006).TerrorismandthePoliticsofFear.Cultural studies critical methodologies, 6(4),415-439

Altheide, D. L. (2007). The mass media and terrorism. Discourse & Communication, 1(3), 287–308.
doi:10.1177/1750481307079207

Altheide,D.L.(2009).Terror post 9/11 and the media(Vol.4).Oxford:PeterLang.

Baudrillard,J.(2005).Violenceofthevirtualandintegralreality.International Journal of Baudrillard Studies,
2(2),1–16.

Baudrillard,J.(2006).VirtualityandEvents:Thehellofpower.Baudrillard Studies,3(2),1–9.

Beck,U.(1992).Risk society: Towards a new modernity(Vol.17).London:Sage.

Beck,U.(2004).Ulrich Beck: A critical introduction to risk society.London:PlutoPress.

Bellamy, A. J. (2005). Is the war on terror just? International Relations , 19(3), 275–296.
doi:10.1177/0047117805055407

Bernstein,R.J.(2005).The abuse of evil: The corruption of politics and religion since 9/11(Vol.19).Cambridge:
PolityPress.

Borradori,G.(2013).Philosophy in a time of terror: Dialogues with Jurgen Habermas and Jacques Derrida.
Chicago:UniversityofChicagoPress.

Chaturvedi,S.,&Doyle,T.(2015).Climate Terror: a critical geopolitics of climate change.Basingstoke:Palgrave
Macmillan.doi:10.1057/9781137318954

Chester,A.,Crocker,C.A.,OslerHampson,F.,&Aall,P.(2007).Leashing the dogs of war: conflict management 
in a divided world.Washington,DC:InstituteofPeacePress.

Chomsky,N.(1987).Internationalterrorism:Imageandreality.Crime and Social Justice,(27/28):172–200.

Chomsky,N.(2015).Culture of Terrorism.NewYork:HaymarketBooks.

Coons,C.,&Weber,M.(2016).The Ethics of Self-Defense.Oxford:OxfordUniversityPress.doi:10.1093/ac
prof:oso/9780190206086.001.0001

Eid,M.(Ed.)(2014).ExchangeTerrorismOxygenforMediaairwaves:theageofterroredia.Hershey,PA:IGI
Global.

Fishback,I.(2016).NecesityandInstitutionsintheSelfDefenseandWar.InC.Coons&M.Weber(Eds.),The
EthicsofSelf-Defense(pp.274-291).Oxford,MA:OxfordUniversityPress.

Giddens,A.(1999).Riskandresponsibility.The Modern Law Review,62(1),1–10.doi:10.1111/1468-2230.00188

Gray, C. (2007). A Crisis of Legitimacy for the UN Collective Security System? The International and 
Comparative Law Quarterly,56(01),157–170.doi:10.1093/iclq/lei154

Hoskins,A.,&O’Loughlin,B.(2009).Television and Terror: conflicting times and the crisis of news discourse.
Basingstoke:PalgraveMacmillan.

Howie,L.(2010).Terror on the Screen. Witnesses and the reanimation of 9/11 as Image event, popular culture 
and pornography.Washington,DC:NewAcademiaPublishing.

Huntington,S.P.(1997).The clash of civilizations and the remaking of world order.NewYork:PenguinBooks.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780190206086.003.0002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780190206086.003.0002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1750481307079207
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0047117805055407
http://dx.doi.org/10.1057/9781137318954
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780190206086.001.0001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780190206086.001.0001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1468-2230.00188
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/iclq/lei154


International Journal of Risk and Contingency Management
Volume 7 • Issue 2 • April-June 2018

95

Ignatieff,M.(2013).The lesser evil: Political ethics in an age of terror.Princeton:PrincetonUniversityPress.

Kagan,R.(2004a).Of paradise and power: America and Europe in the new world order.NewYork:Vintage.

Kagan,R.(2004b).America’scrisisoflegitimacy.Foreign Affairs,83(2),65–87.doi:10.2307/20033903

Kirshner,J.(2016).DollarDiminutionandnewmacroeconomicconstraintsonAmericanpower.doi:10.1093/
acprof:oso/9780190611477.003.0002

Korstanje,M.E.(2016).TheRiseofThanaCapitalismandTourism.Abingdon,DE:Routledge.

Korstanje,M.E. (2017).Terrorism, Tourism and the end of Hospitality in the West.Basingstoke:Palgrave
Macmillan.

Lazar,S.(2016).LiabilityandEthicsofWar:aresponsetoStrawserandMcMahan.InC.Coons&M.Weber
(Eds.),TheEthicsofSelf-Defense(pp.292-304).Oxford,MA:OxfordUniversityPress.

Lyng,S.(Ed.).(2004).Edgework: The sociology of risk-taking.Abingdon:Routledge.

McCauley,C.,&Moskalenko,S.(2008).Mechanismsofpoliticalradicalization:Pathwaystowardterrorism.
Terrorism and Political Violence,20(3),415–433.doi:10.1080/09546550802073367

McCauley,C.,&Moskalenko,S.(2011).Friction: How radicalization happens to them and us.Oxford,MA:
OxfordUniversityPress.

McMahan, J. (2009). Killing in war. Oxord . Oxford University Press. doi:10.1093/acprof:o
so/9780199548668.001.0001

McMahan, J. (2010).The justdistributionofharmbetweencombatantsandnoncombatants.Philosophy & 
Public Affairs,38(4),342–379.doi:10.1111/j.1088-4963.2010.01196.x

McMahan,J.(2016).TheLimitsofSelf-Defense.InC.Coons&M.Weber(Eds.),TheEthicsofSelf-Defense
(pp.185-211).Oxford,MA:OxfordUniversityPress.

Otzuka,M.(2016).TheMoralResponsibilityAccountofliabilitytodefensivekilling.InC.Coons&M.Weber
(Eds.),TheEthicsofSelf-Defense(pp.51-68).Oxford,MA:OxfordUniversityPress.

Primoratz,I.(2004).WhatisTerrorism?InTerrorism: the philosophical issues.NewYork:PalgraveMacmillan.
doi:10.1057/9780230204546_2

Simon,J.(2007).Governing through crime.Oxford:OxfordUniversityPress.

Skoll,G.(2011).Social Theory of Fear.NewYork:PalgraveMacmillan.

Skoll,G.(2016).Globalization of American Fear Culture: the empire in the Twenty-First Century.NewYork:
PalgraveMacmillan.doi:10.1007/978-1-137-57034-5

Skoll,G.R.(2007).Meaningsofterrorism.Revue internationale de Sémiotique juridique [International Journal 
for the Semiotics of Law], 20(2),107-127.

Skoll, G. R., & Korstanje, M. E. (2013). Constructing an American fear culture from red scares to
terrorism. International Journal of Human Rights and Constitutional Studies, 1(4), 341–364. doi:10.1504/
IJHRCS.2013.057302

Soyinka,W.(2005).The Climate of fear: the quest for dignity in a dehumanized World.NewYork:RandomHouse.

Stampnitzky,L.(2013).Disciplining Terror: How Experts Invented ‘Terrorism.Cambridge:CambridgeUniversity
Press.doi:10.1017/CBO9781139208161

Staub,E.(2011).Overcoming evil: Genocide, violent conflict, and terrorism.Oxford:OxfordUniversityPress.

Sunstein,C.(2005).Laws of Fear: beyond the precautionary principle.Cambridge:CambridgeUniversityPress.
doi:10.1017/CBO9780511790850

Sunstein,C.R.(2003).Beyondtheprecautionaryprinciple.University of Pennsylvania Law Review,151(3),
1003–1058.doi:10.2307/3312884

http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/20033903
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780190611477.003.0002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780190611477.003.0002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09546550802073367
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199548668.001.0001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199548668.001.0001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1088-4963.2010.01196.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1057/9780230204546_2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-137-57034-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1504/IJHRCS.2013.057302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1504/IJHRCS.2013.057302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139208161
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511790850
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3312884


International Journal of Risk and Contingency Management
Volume 7 • Issue 2 • April-June 2018

96

Maximiliano E. Korstanje is Editor-in-Chief of International Journal of Safety and Security in Tourism (UP Argentina) 
and International Journal of Cyber Warfare and Terrorism (IGI-Global, USA). With more than 700 published papers 
and 25 books, Korstanje was awarded as Outstanding Reviewer 2012, International Journal of Disaster Resilience 
in the Built Environment, University of Salford, UK; Outstanding Reviewer 2013, Journal of Place Management 
and Development, Institute of Place, Manchester Metropolitan University, UK; and Reviewer Certificate of 
Acknowledgement 2014, International Journal of Contemporary Hospitality Management (IJCHM), University of 
Central Florida, US. He now co-edits almost 10 specialized journals in such themes as human rights, mobility, 
tourism and terrorism. Korstanje is subject to biographical records for Marquis Who`s Who in the World since 2009. 
He was nominated to 5 honorary doctorates for his contribution in the study of the effects of terrorism in tourism. In 
2015, he was awarded as Visiting Research Fellow at School of Sociology and Social Policy, University of Leeds, 
UK and Visiting Professor at University of La Habana Cuba 2016.

Suri,J.,&Valentino,B.(2016).Sustainable Security: rethinking American National Security Strategy.Oxford:
OxfordUniversityPress.doi:10.1093/acprof:oso/9780190611477.001.0001

Weisberg,J.(2008).The bush tragedy.NewYork:RandomHouseIncorporated.

Williams,C.(2016).PreservingNationalStrengthinaperiodoffiscalrestraint.InJ.Suri&B.Valentino(Eds.),
Sustainable Security: rethinking American National Security Strategy(pp.73–111).Oxford:OxfordUniversity
Press.doi:10.1093/acprof:oso/9780190611477.003.0004

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780190611477.001.0001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780190611477.003.0004

