
   
 

Innovations in Measurement and Analysis for 
the Study of Terrorism 

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Talking points: 
Conducting research in terrorism is particularly challenging: 
It doesn’t happen very often, so we’re often left to make inferences based on little information
It’s a topic that’s constantly evolving and changing
It’s interdisciplinary—a wide range of methods and perspectives are needed to inform the topic, using a range of different methods

Rigorous and creative methods for collecting and analyzing data is of critical interest to both policymakers and those studying terrorism

I’m excited to introduce four presentations by professors who have thought a lot about this topic and have a unique perspective to bring
(transition to next slide and read the titles and presenters for each of the presentations)



  
 

  

     
    

     

  

The Needs of the Counterterrorism Workforce and the Utility of Existing 
Datasets: A Survey of Counterterrorism Analysts 
Presenter: Michael Logan, Ph.D., Kennesaw State University 

Approaches to Studying Conceptual Relationships in Online Extremism 
Presenter: Matt Jensen, Ph.D., University of Oklahoma 

Evaluating Terrorism and Targeted Violence Prevention Programs: Lessons 
Learned 
Presenter: Matt Allen, Ph.D., UNO/NCITE 



  

  

   
  

  

The Needs of the Counterterrorism Workforce and 
the Utility of Existing Datasets: 
A Survey of Counterterrorism Analysts 

Michael Logan, Kennesaw State University 
mlogan21@kennesaw.edu 

Steven Windisch, University of Arkansas 
windisch@uark.edu 
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Project 
Objectives 

Objective #1: To identify and synthesize datasets on 
domestic terrorism and targeted violence 

• Screened 1,400+ published articles and reports 
• Identified 97 datasets based on terrorism and 

targeted violence focus 
Objective #1 

technical report 

Objective #2: To understand the data-related needs and 
barriers of counterterrorism analysts 

• Distributed “Needs Survey” to DHS and NCTC analysts 
• Twelve analysts provide subject-matter expertise 
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    Scoping Review of Available Datasets (n=97) 

30% 34% 36% 

Both International and Only Domestic Terrorism Other Targeted Violence 
Domestic Terrorism (e.g., school shootings) 
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Scoping Review of Available Datasets (n=97) 

78%25% 40% 

Publicly Available “Free” to Use Updated in the 
Codebook Last 5 Years 
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Survey with Counterterrorism Analysts 

What dataset-related issues 

Poor Methodological 
Transparency 
(average=7.0/10) 

Accessibility Issues 
(average=8.3/10) 

Limited Scope 
(average=7.5/10) 

Inconsistent, Irregular 
Updates 

(average=8.0/10) 

are most problematic? 
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Implications 

1) Researchers should develop a data management schedule 
to ensure regular updates and access requests. 

2) Researchers should craft a datasheet that highlights key 
methodological decisions underlying the dataset. 

3) Stakeholders should prioritize dataset maintenance and 
invest in keeping select datasets up-to-date. 
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Thank you for your support! 

Michael Logan 
Kennesaw State University 
mlogan21@kennesaw.edu 

Steven Windisch 
University of Arkansas 

windisch@uark.edu 

mailto:windisch@uark.edu
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