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The Centre for Studies in Islamism and Radicalisation (CIR) is pleased to present the
second research report on Islamic radicalisation in Denmark. The project has been co-
ducted by Marco Goli, associate professor at Metropol ¢ Copenhagen University College
and Shahamak Rezaei, associate professor at the Department of Society and Globalisation,
Roskilde University, Denmark.

This project is part of a more comprehensive study with the same overall theme in several
middle -size European cities: Lille (France), Leicester (UK), Parma and Verona (Italy) and
Aarhus (Denmark). The other projects will be published as they are completed.

For the sake of harmonisation, CIR organized meetings between the researchers taliscuss
and prepare the practical questions related to the process of investigation. At these mee-
ings, the participating researchers coordinated their research and elaborated a common
interview guide. It is important to stress the independent character of these investigations.
The projects have been carried out in accordance with the standards for good research
practice, and the Centre has in no way interfered in the research process.

In this delicate and highly sensitive field of research, carrying out interviews is a difficult
task and the researchers have faced various obstacles during the process. The completion
of the investigations has taken many months. The interviews have mainly involved three
different groups: Young Muslims, religious leaders and social workers who work with
activities and issues in relation to Muslims and immigrants on a daily basis.

The reports were finished during the autumn of 2009 and were submitted to an intern a-
tional committee of experts for evaluation. Based on the comments of this committee, the
researchers revised ther reports. | should like to thank the member s of the evaluation
committee for a wonderful cooperation.

Finally, it should be mentioned that t he reports exclusively reflect the findings of the re-
searchersand do not necessarily express the views of CIR. Commentsto the reports are
welcome.

Happy reading!

Mehdi Mozaffari

Head of CIR
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Islamic radicalisation among Muslim youth in Denmark .
Motivation, values and behaviour

Marco Goli & Shahamak Rezaei

Abstract

Islamic radicalisation is widely appreciated as the very cognitive and ideological fram e-
work and denominator for the creation of a worldview that is hostile to the principles of
pluralism and peaceful co-existence. Empirically tested knowledge of the phenomenon is,
on the other hand, rather limited in regard to crucial questions such as: What motivates
Islamic radicalisation of youth? How Islamic radicalisation shapes the values adopted by
the individual radical Muslim? How Islamic radicalisation expresses itself through actual
behaviour of those who are affiliated with it?

On the basis of a Danish nationwide representative survey, and through a statistical hyp o-
thesis test, this study provides empirical knowledge on Islamic radicalization. The study
examines Islamic radicalisation as a sociological phenomenon as well as a sociological
process in a specific national context within a globalised world. Our long -term scientific
aim is to contribute to the development of an empirically supported theory on Islamic
radicalisation in the west.

1. Introduction

Islamists, Fundamentalist Muslims, Radical Muslims, and Muslim Terrorists etc. are con-
cepts that are used indiscriminately in the contemporary West and often with unspecified

contents. Assuming that the role distinguished for the scientific community is to provide
reliable knowledge in order to equip democratic society with insights that will enable

them to address challenging disintegrative social forces in a proper manner, it is striking
how little empiricalknowledge is available on home-grown Islamic radicalisation .

Due to this lack of both a specific empirical focus and evidence, much of the existing ideas
about Home-grown Islamic Radicalisation stem from other, though, related, fields such as
home-grown terrorism, terrorism in g eneral or social and psychological theories that have
not been targeted at and have not been elaborated with the specific purpose of addressing
the complex issue of Home-grown Islamic Radicalisation. (Berrebi, C. 2003, Brock Vlan-
berg & S. Hess, G.D. & Weenpana, A. 2004, ICSR 2008, Twenge, J.M., R.F. Baumeister &
C. DeWall 2007, Linz. J, 2000 & 2004, Jeffrey B. Cozzens 2008, Johnson, P.W. & Feldman,
Jargensen, C.R 2009, Krueger, A. & J. Maleckova 2003, Lake, D.A. 2002, McCAULEY C. &
Moskalenko, S. 2008, Oésen, T. 2009, Reich,W. 1998, Rasmussen L., & Larsen, L. 2004,
Silber, M. D. & A. Bhatt 2007, Whine, M. 2001, Scheffer, G. 2003, Lichbach, M. 1989at
ville, S., A. Gillan & D. Aslam 2005, Franz, B. 2007).

13



Other studies dominating the field have their focus , still supported by no or very limited
empirical observations, on contemporary or historical development of certain branches of
Islam. (Shepard. W.E. 1987, Shepard. W.E. 1987, Sadik J. -Azm 1994, Roy, O. 2002,
Quintan Wiktorowicz 2004, Mozaffari, M. 20 09, Kepel, G. 2004, Karamé, Kari H. 1996,
Choudhury, T. 2007).

In spite of the poor empirical data directly addressing the phenomenon of Home Gown
Islamic Radicalisatiorthese studies, we believe, have somehow explicitly and implicitly
established several widespread hypotheses about causal relationships between certain
socioeconomic and psychological characteristics at the collective and individual levels on
the one hand, and the development of home-grown Islamic radicalisation, (and Islamic
terrorist activ ities) on the other. These ideas, however, neither beingbrought about as a
result of comprehensive deductive articulations or reflections (as the field so far is charac-
terised by the lack of general theories) nor as aresult of trial-and-errorinductive processes
and hypothesis testing that could contribute to the development of such theories, can be,
we believe, characterised astheoretical propositions at this stage. They can nevertheless
be useful when attempting to identify hypotheses on th e phenomenon, hypotheses that
then can be subjected to empirical investigation.

Apart from being based on limited empirical data from relatively few sources, much of
the existing ideas about the causal relationships between Islam and radicalisation are
products of a certain methodology: They are almost exclusively retrospective case studies
of a few, if any, captured terrorists and are characterised bynot studying the phenomenon
of home-grown Islamic radicalisationwithin the very context at hand, e.g. th e specific soce-
ty, e.g. Denmark, where those subjected to the study actually are involved in daily social
and symbolic interactions. On the other hand these studies are characterised by the lack of
explicit premises with regard to what kind of causality t hey operate with, mixing on the
one hand material causes with formal, efficient and even final causes, and on the other
hand Necessary, Sufficient and Contributory causes. These problems produce fallacies
that are widespread in the field, partly stating th at A (for instance Lack of Integration
(what ever that might be) is the cause of Radicaltlslamic world view; simply because the
two phenomena are (supposed to be) in regular conjunction. . Some other time it is not
quite clear what is considered as cause ad what as effect.

Categorising the focus of the studies of the phenomenon of Islamic radicalisation during
the last decade we therefore observe two tendencies: One that focuses on the relationship
between Islamic radicalisation and terrorism, flourishing as a consequence of the shock of
9/11, while the other category has traditionally focused on Islamic radicalisation as a con-
sequence of Islamic fundamentalism. The first group of studies explicitly or implicitly
highlight a range of psychological factors (Laville, S., A. Gillan & D. Aslam 2005, ICSR 2008)
at the individual micro level, and the individual disposal for radical tendencies as den o-
minating ones. The other group of studies, as a branch of religious studies, focus on the
core ideological features and political circumstances surrounding the formation of Islamic
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radicalisation as inherent in the specific development of different religious branches or
sub divisions of Islam. These studies implicitly highlight the ideological cores and the
organisation of those religious branches as the motivating and driving forces behind I s-
lamic Radicalisation, establishing rather controversially and highly politically contested
that the roots of Islamic radicalisation and fundamentalism as two identical phenomena
are to be seen as inherent and inseparable ideological elements or the very spirit of Islam,
of the Quran and of certain interpretations developed historically.

We disagree with the focus, the methodology and certainly with the findings of these st u-
dies. Instead we propose asociologicastudy of the phenomenon:

WUOEDPOOOTI PEEOwWI OxDPUDPEE OwU U U Egrowrdi$lamid fadicalid h-OET OED|
UPOO? wUTl EUwPUwWOI PUTT UwEBPUI E0COawUl OEUI EwdOwUl 0P
tivated. We propose a sociological study of the phenomenon that attempts to investigate
home-grown Islamic radicalisation as a sociological phenomenon, a methodology that,
rather surprisingly we believe, represents something quite new. It is, we believe, unfort u-
nate, that core ideas, sometimes considered as facts, about motivating factors, values and
behaviour with regard to processes or outcomes of Islamic radicalisation do not stem from
sociological studies and are not elaborated through empirical sociological methodology,
having taken into consideration that the findings of these studies have an impact on the
general perception of the phenomenon and deliver the framework in which not only the
perception of the problem is defined, but also recommendations towards policy refor ms
are defined. It is unfortunately due to the implicit neglect of the importance of the social
and symbolic interactions that in a sociological perspective would be considered as the
very arena where home-grown Islamic radicalisation develops. The non -sodological
perspective also neglects that the feature, the structure, the scope and the intensity of the
very arena as well as the character of social interactions taking place in it, are growingly
shaped by the processes of globalisation. The result of ths inherent and implicit neglect is
that what we in a scientific environment would consider h ypotheses about home-grown
Islamic radicalisation today, as established matters of fact, contributing to the develo p-
ment of a common sense that issupportive to a certain paradigm. This paradigm, we b e-
lieve, departs from a methodological reductionism that fosters a focus on the most ex-
treme cases of Islamic radicalisation, e.g. terror, and, as far as the study of homegrown
radicalisation in general is concerned, is supportive of and facilitates discourses of epis-
temological parsimony.

With regard to the study of home -grown radical Islamism within the field of integration

(of Muslim immigrants in the western host societies) this paradigm recently began to
support a certain neglect similar to the neglect that has dominated the Danish integration
discourse for decades, indicating that Islamic radicalisation does not exist at all as objec-
tively measurable, and that it is exclusively a social construction). Similar to the neglect of
integration problems and challenges that dominated the Danish discourse on integration
in decades prior to the new millennium, this discourse on what is good knowledge of
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home-grown Islamic Radicalisation is exclusionary and justifies the exclu sion by advocat-

which include the Nordic countries, is a quite new challenge to the national identity itself.

An empirical identification of these widespread hypotheses has been the first step in our
study. Alongside testing these hypotheses we attempt to bring about empirical clarific a-
tion on the four core aims of this study:

- What motivates home-grown radical Islamism?

- What societal values and interpretation of Islam is associated with radical Islamic
identification?

- How do the societal values adopted and certain interpretation of Islam affiliated with,
actually shape the individual behavioural preferences?

- What strategies are to be preferred in order to meet the challerges of radicalisation?

In order to answer these research questions empirically first we need some clarification of

framework this process of concept clarification also serves to make the concepempirical-

ly operational and applicable. This attempt is concentrated on the following questions:

61 EUWEOI Uw? (UOEOPEWLEEDPEEOPUEUDPOO? wOl EOYy w( Uwb U w~
definition of this concept? And final ly: Can we develop an operational definition in order

to conduct valid and reliable empirical observations and elaborate on thent?

Our answer to these questions, as we argue in the study, is yes. But the question is wheth-
er our operational definition, empirical application of the concept, and our method would

be contested or questioned? Hopefully, they will . This is, we believe, how we can move
on towards better understanding, more comprehensive and empirically testable theoreti-
cal propositions that hopefully can be developed in the future.

In chapter 2 we describe the methodology, the data collection process and the data.

tions of the survey population.

Chapter 4 concentrates on the elaboration process towards providing an empirically a p-
xOPEEEOI wEl i pOPUPOOWOT wiUT 1 WEOOEI xUw?( UOEOPEWUEE
explorative interviews (described below).

Chapter 5 presents the identification and elaboration of h ypotheses, the empirical results

and the analysis. First we describe how we construct the group of Islamic Radicals in ac-

cordance with certain characteristics that again are in accordance with the empirically
applicable definition of the concept in the pre vious chapter.

In order to emphasise the cautions that, we believe, are crucial, when discussing Radical
Islamism especially as a homegrown phenomenon, we first demonstrate some pitfalls.
Then we introduce the scoring list that helps us identify differen t groups according to
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rated response options based on the questionnaire, alongside the scale of Islamic Radical
sation. The group specified data overview is a descriptive data-analysis, showing the cor-
relation between major socioeconomic background variables and group distribution.

Chapter 5 proceeds with introducing 13 hypotheses about causal relations between some
socioeconomic and psychological factors on the one hand and tendencies towards or ds-
posal for Islamic Radicalisation on the other. These hypotheses are tested by statistical
tests in accordance with our ambition to find out whether there are any obvious causal
statistical relations in the first place. Due to the fact that many variations are not captured
by causality tests, we future elaborate on the findings by more comprehensive descrip-
tions of the data connected to the test of the specific hypotheses.

Being part of an European study on the character of and the variations between different
countries (that is France, the UK and lItaly) with regard to the question of radical Islam-
PUOOwWUTl ECwWPUWEEUUDP]I EwbPDUT POwWUT T wUOEUT OGE woOi w" (
ropean cities, we have included a study of the character of Radical Islamism in Aarhus,
the second largest city in Denmark and a medium sized city. This case study illustrates
how the pattern differs from the general nation wide pattern that we establish on the basis
of the whole survey population. It is important for us to mention that the number of
those identified as Group 4 (that is those respondents with the most expressive tendencies
towards Radical Islamism) in Aarhus is not large enough to justify such a specific focus,
but it has been our obligation to do so. Saying that, it is also important for us to mention
that, having tak en into consideration the limitation of the number of the respondents in
Aarhus, this study nevertheless brings about some very important findings that made us
more cautious in drawing general conclusions.

Another important issue is the question of indep endent and dependent variables. When
discussing the phenomenon of Radical Islamism, we found it very important to reconsider
these aspects: With regard to socioeconomic factors it is justifiable to focus on whether
income, education, housing, and similar factors have any impact on tendencies towards
Radical Islamism. Having stated that, we believe it is to go too far to conclude that a sta-
tistical relation, if such is found, really means a causal relation. On the other hand, when
we discuss the aspects of @alues and preferences with regard to alternative hypothetical
value and action priorities, it is rather difficult to say, that the selected value and action
priorities have any impact on the tendencies towards affiliations with Radical Islamic va |-
ues and action scenarios. Following the construction of Group 4 (The most Radical Islam-
ist) we found that it is the other way around: It is the affiliation with the Radical Islamic
POUOGEYDPI PwUT EUwWUT ExT UwUT 1 wbOEDPYPEUEOz UuedUI i1 UI
to the respondents as alternative options. This also goes for the case study of Aarhus.
Chapter 5, Results, also includes the results from our qualitative interviews with 40 re s-
pondents (Imams and other experts, young Muslims and civil servants), that o n the one
hand confronts these actors with the findings of our survey results on motivation, values
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and behaviour of Radical Muslims, and on the other hand investigates the strategies these
actors find proper in order to combat the process of Islamic Radicalisation.

The concluding chapter (Chapter 6) sums up the findings from this study and presents
some relevant perspective on the core questions of this study and the character of the
needed future research in the area of Home-grown Islamic Radicalisation.

The appendices provide more detailed information and documentation on the following:

1. Conducting the telephone interviews

2. Detailed distribution of respondents according to Zip -code

3. Logistic Regression analysis of selected variables (N=1,113)-Dependent Variable:
Belonging to Radicalised Group 4

4. Logistic regression analysis of demographic variables.
Detailed tables on National origin distribution * Group Cross tabulation

6. Detailed tables gender distribution * Group Cross tabulation

2. Methodology , Data Collection and the D ata

In order to empirically identify the EOOUI OUwWwOI wUI T wEODEI xUw?( UOEODE
motivating factors, the values adopted through the process of Islamic Radicalisation and

the behavioural preferences (selected action sc@arios among those introduced) of those

who affiliate with and support them , besides the desk studies, we designed the collection

of data to contain three interrelated elements in chronological phases:

1. In-depth explorative interviews. The first step was to find out what ideas about the

EOOUI OUwOi wUT T wEOOET x Uw Mmotvaiirig @ebtérsu valkes Bdoed D UEUD O 02
and behavioural preferences that were commonly shared among experts/stakeholder and

those individuals who in some way are in touch with the phenomenon. We conducted

explorative interviews with 8 individual experts

1Imam

1 academic with special knowledge of Islam, but not in touch with radicalisation process
on a practical level

2 young Mus lims (who potentially could be a mong the survey population with regard to
age and religious identification)

1 social worker

1 sociologist

101 EET UwOi wE w? Odddanisatisntahd> w( UOEODE w

1 psychologist, who through her practice is confronted by the challenges of Islamic Radi-
calisation.
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Theses interviews were semistructured circulating on UT 1T wUl Ux OOET OUUz wx1 UU
the concept of Islamic Radicalisation, motivati ng factors, values adopted and behaviours
of young Muslims, who in some way associate themselves with radical Islamic iterpreta-
tions of Islamthat each and every one of the interviewees had defined to begin with. Be-
sides identifying the four aspects above, in the process of meaning condensation, we paid
specific attention to what generalised ideas the interviewees expressal with regard to
causal relations; e.g. what they think motivates Islamic Radicalisation among youth.
Many ideas were represented, among which we chose the most widespread hypotheses
through a meaning condensation process: We found that a majority of the ex-
perts/stakeholders mentioned the following as the most important motivating factors:
Lack of Integration, Exclusion, Lack of social capital, Poverty, Birth order, Lack of Cultu r-
al Capital, Experience of discrimination, Lack of experiences of cross ethnicintimate rel a-
tion, Philanthropic orientation and experiences of the political and public suppression of
their religious identity.

The knowledge produced by these semi structured qualitative interviews, was thematical-
ly organised and further elaborated on through a process of meaning condensation
around the core themes of the study. Ideas about casual relations were elaborated on fu-
ther to hypotheses to be tested and to stricture the main categories and questions of he
nationwide survey.

2. A Nationwide r epresentative survey Based on the findings in the explorative inter-
views (supported and complemented by desk studies 1 described in chapter 3) we devd-
oped the main categories in the survey that were elaborated on further in an operational
manner and then scaled. The survey contains 108 questions about a third of which clarify
the socioeconomic background of the individual respondents. The vast majority of the
remaining questions, addressing values, behavioural preferences, religiosity, are scaled
explicitly, and very few of them, that were not scalable, followed the same scaling premi s-
es, in an implicit manner. One of the very few, implicitly scaled questions is: What ind i-
vidual public personality does the respondent think of as the best representative of true
Islam? Another one is: What country or organisation in the world does the respondent
think is representing true Islam? With regard to both the individual as well as countries
and organisations, the scale goes from the most non religious /secular to tre most radical,
for instance Iran, the Taliban and Al-Qaida represent the most radical, while countries like
Turkey represent the opposite end.

The survey was carried out in the period of January-March 2009 among 1113 interviewees

aged 15-30. The vastmajority of the respondents (but not exclusively) are immigrants and

descendents with a national origin in countries where Muslims make up the majority of

UTT wxOxUOEUPOOOwWDOwWUTI T wxUEOPEWEOEWxOOPWDEEOQW# |
T UEOUU~> 6 w31 & uddistratiidd wdrtd&nYurban areas of concentration of immi-

grants and descerdents in Copenhagen, Odense and Aarhus, the latest is a part ofthe

European study of radicalis ation in medium -sized European cities. A group of 58 converts

19



that were Muslim, but neither immigrants nor descendants of immigrants has also been
included in the study.

The data has been collected through telephone interviews by Catinét Research (Copenta-
gen, Denmark) in accordance with the specific guidelines and the purpose of the study.

The explicit goal of the collection was to reach a population size that was necessary for the
data to be representative for the target group with regard to socio -economic variables
such as gender, geography, immigrants and descendents, national baclground etc.

In order to be included in the study as a valid case, the individual respondent, a p-

proached randomly by telephone, had to meet two requirements simultaneously: 1. Be

between the ages of15¢ 30. 2.Have a national background in one of the countries, that in

the public and political debate are categorised as Islamic countries, and therefore in the

political and pubic discourse in Denmark are categorised as and addressed to implicitly as

Pl OOWEUwI BRxOPEPUOaWEUW?, UUOWOasd epéyddd With@ (IPEWE OE WET |
of non-Muslim respondents e.g. individuals of the same age, who do not profess Islam as

their religion. This group has been included as a control group. To be more specific: This

is not a study of immigrants and their decedent s in general, nor is it a study of imm i-

T UEOUUz w0l OEI OEDPI UwUOPEUE U wstudyddt nbrigrants withaE EODUE U D
Muslim background between the ages 0f15-30 in Denmark. With regard to the question of

religion we have departed from an understa nding of religious identity as a subjective i n-

cident of identification. Individual immigrants of age 15 -30 who have a background in a

?, UUOPOWEOUOUUA? OWEOEWEEEOQUEDOT w nernbrk arexc OODPUDEE
labelled as? , UUOD O w b O O bBtiwhoEd® hot) prafessHsiam as their religion, when

being asked; are excluded from the study, as far as they are not included in the control

group, because the share has been filledlt means that those individuals who do not pr o-

fess Islam are excludedat the beginning of the interview, meaning that the interview is

stopped if the respondent does not profess Islam. A recent Danish study of integration of

POOPT UEOQUUWUOPEUEUW?#EODUIT w 6&® Wfl the wamériatior@O U O U > w E C
backgrounds as those who are included in our study, indicates that professing Islam

among these immigrant groups is as diverse as follows: Turkey 97%, WestBalkan 69%,

Iraq 82%, Iran 55%,Pakistan 99%. (Gundelack & Ngrregard-Nielsen, 2007: 104) Focusing

on Islamic self-identifi cation as the empirical point of departure, our study includes re s-

pondents from other countries (than that of the mentioned study) as well, these are: So-

malia, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Ex-Yugoslavia, Lebanon or other Palestinian origin, Stateless

Palestinians, Tunisia, Morocco, Algeria, and Afghanistan .

The inclusion of converts, who are native Danes, in our study underlines the aspect of
2sel-DE1 OUDI b A RMsBnOd a reduicement for being included in the study. (See
appendices 3 and 4 for age and natiamal origin distribution).

The table below shows the share of conducted interviews as a percentage of those p-
proached by phone, which potentially were among the target group based on our empiri-
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cal point of departure . The interviews conducted make up 51.26%.(In total a number of
9737 telephone calls were undertaken of which 7566 failed to reach the target group. The
category Ol w? . U1 1 U2 ol untidatesutHe Enar@ctewof those calls.For more de-
tails see Appendix 1). 48.73% of thealmostpotential target group refused to participate in
U1 wOUOUYIT awETl Ul UwET POT wbOUUOGEUET EwOOwWUT T wxU0UxO
should be emphasised, however, that those who refused to participate are regarded as
almostthe potential target group due to the fact that they with regard to only one aspect of
relevance, namely age, could be included, but we do not know whether they would have
met the other requirement (professing Islam) necessary for being included in the survey).!
They refused to participate after informing us of their age, and being introduced to the
purpose of the study, but before informing us whether or not they professed Islam as their
religion.

Table 1: Share of conducted interviews as a perc entage of those approached by phone

Outcome name Total calls Percentage
Connection reached+t interview conducted 1113 51.3
Connection reached+t interview not conducted due to principal 1058 48.7
Total (potential and actual) 2171 1000

Others (Outside target + lack of tinfthey would not know the purpose of 7566
the study) number failed after max call + wrong number, person not-ar
able etc.)

Total call 9737

The overall participation rate for the whole population is 51.3%, corresponding to the stra-
tified data collection, with regard to national origin, gender, settlement in specific urban
areas of immigrant concentration etc. Tables below show the major socioeconomic distri-
butions:

The structure of the survey: The construction of the survey questions has followed the

findings in the explorative interviews with the experts, the operational definition of the

EOOE] xQw? ( UOEODPEWUEEDE E OD-Odpth Bl oiuexsting uelkatéio 0 O b U & w
studies (Desk studies). Besides the questions referring to socioeconomic factors, the su-

vey questions have been structured around three aspects: Motivating factors, values that

include both identification and affiliation with Islamic values and radical Islamic values,

1 Based on the statistical information provided by the study mentioned above (Gundelach & Ngr-
regard-Nielsen, 2007: 104) with regard to the share of those publically labelled as Muslim immi-
grants who actually profess Islam as their religion, at least around 20% of those who refused to
participate in our survey by referring to princ ipal reasons, and who by the condition 1, that of age,
could be included, would be excluded by not fulfilling the second condition for participation in our
study, that of professing Islam. That would bring the participation rate among those who meet
both conditions to 57%.

21



and finally behavioural preferences. It should be emphasised that the last category of

Ul UUPOOUWDBLOYI UUPT EUPOT wUT T wUI UxOOET OUnUWEITEYD
E 1 O bypdihaticalpreferences between behavioural options presented to the interviewee,

as we do not know whether the respondent actually will act if the options presented to

him/her actually occur as a real situation.

3. In-depth qualitative investigation : The final part of the study includes 40 qualitative

interviews with 3 categories of respondents, (a) Imams and experts, (b) Social workers,

teachers, police officers and other civil servants who through their daily work are co n-

fronted with the challenges of Islamic radicalisation, and finally (c) young Muslims. B e-

sides the issues of motivation, values and behaviours, we included one more aspect; stra-

egies to combat Islamic RadicalisE UD OO w Ol w?, UUOPOwW( OOPT UEQUU~ 6 w3l
alsosemtUUDUUEUUUTI EOQOwWwEUwWP]T wOUPT EwOOwWT T OWwEOUPT UUwUOwWU
to prevent Islamic radi calisation among youth sy ?

3. The Data o a General Overview

Now before going any further , let us have an overview of the survey population:

Nearly ¥4 of the survey population reside in Copenhagen municipality . Table 2 shows the
geographic distribution of the surv ey population across the country. The numbers as well
as the shares indicated in the table are aggregations of several different localities (in the
data distributed with accordance to postal code. (See appendix for more detailed inform a-
tion).

With regard t o national origin, the survey population is divided as indicated in Table 3.
There are representatives with regard to the size of immigrants with specific national or i-
gin, e.g. immigrants with a national origin in Turkey, who make up a relatively larger
share among immigrants in general in Denmark. They are also represented by approx-
imately as large a share in the survey population.
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Table 2 Residential area?

Copenhagen 260
23.3%

Frederiksberg 30
2.6%

Odense 67
6%

Arhus 90
8%

Municipalities West of Copenhagen (except for Hgje Taastrup) 128
11.5%

Municipalities North of Copenhagen 67
6%

Hgje-Taastrup 41
3.7%

Municipalities South of Copenhagen 68
6%

Northern Zealand 31
2.7%

Other areas in Zealand (Except for Kalundborg) 89
8%

Kalundborg 7
0.6%

Fyn (Except for Odense) 10
0.9%

South Jutland 90
8%

Mid -Jutland (Except for Arhus) 66
6%

North Jutland 51
4.5%

Other Municipalities 11
10%

No idea® 7
0.6%

Total 1113
100,0%

a. The respondent is not aware or would not give information on the postal code or the area he/she
lives in.
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Table 3 National Backgro und distribution

Turkey Count 239
% within Group 21.5%

o

Pakistan Count 10

% within Group 9.0%

Iraq Count 207
% within Group 18.6%

Lebanon / Palestine Count 122

% within Group 11.0%

Tunisia Count 6
% within Group 5%

Algeria Count 4
% within Group 4%

Count 1113
% within Group 100.0%

a. The national background includes Bosnia-Herzegovina (the majority of this group 99 individ u-
als 8.2% of the total population, Croatia, Macedonia, SerbiaMontenegro, Serbia).

With regard to the age distribution (Table 4), we operated with 5 categories in order to
create sufficient numbers (and shares) that could give us the possibility of analysing
across age differences. The majority of the respondents in the first two categories would
be under education, whereas the majority of the last three age categories would be work-
ing, available for Active Labour Market, Active Social policies or on early pension.
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Table 4 Age distribution

1820 Year Count 232

% within Group 20.8%

25-27 Year Count 152
% within Group 13.7%

Total Count 1113
% within Group 100.0%

The gender distribution (Table 5) corresponds to the gender distribution among the ge n-
eral population.

Table 5 Gender distribution

Female Count 569
% within Group 51.1%

Table 6 shows the occupational distribution of the survey population . The majority of the
respondents (60%) are occupied with different kinds of studies (for more details see the
following table on education). This is due to the age stratification of the survey popul a-
tion.

A respondent would be asked what kind of education he/she was following at the m o-
ment. Table 7 shows the distributio n.

A N o~ s N

where Sunni Islam is more widespread. Table 8, indicating the distribution among the
main branches of Islam, e.g. Shia and Sunni, indicates the difference. 17.7% profes Shia
Islam, while 52.3% profess Sunni Islam, and 17.2% identify themselves with other
branches of Islam. 12.9% of the population profess other (nortlslam) religions, do not pr o-
fess any religion or would not give information about their religious attitud es.
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Table 6 Occupation distribution

[

Blue collar Count 11
% within Group 10.0%

(o]

Skilled worker Count 11
% within Group 10.7%

[ee]

Students (all kind) Count 66
% within Group 60.0%

Table 7 Education distribution

[ee)

Vocational Count 8
% within Group 13.2%

~

High school Count 22
% within Group 34.0%

©

Elementary Count 1

% within Group 2.8%

N

Other Count
% within Group 2.6%
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Table 8 Professed religion distribution

Islam, Sunni Count 58
% within Group 52.3%

N

Catholic Count 8
% within Group 7%

Lutheran Count 4
% within Group 4%

No Religion / Atheist Count 81
% within Group 7.3%

Total Count 1113

A total of 58 respondents who profess Islam as their religion were not born Muslims, but
have converted to Islam. Prior to the conversion, 44.8% of the converts were Lutherans
while 55.2% were irreligious or atheists (Table 9).

Table 9 The original religion of the con vert s 9 distribution

N

Irreligious/Atheist Count 3
% within Group 55.2%

Due to socioeconomic circumstances that characterise living conditions and reasons for

leaving the country of origin, a study of values, behaviour and motivation with regard to

radicalisation can not ignore what more specific strata the individual respondent belongs
UOWEOOOT wUTT wil Ol UEOQWEEUI T OUAWEEOOI Ew?bD0OODPT UE
count and percentage of refugees, immigrants and respectively their descendents in the

survey population:
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Table 10 Came to Denmark as 8 distribution

Immigrant Count 188
% within Group 16.9%

Descendent of Immigrant Count 408
% within Group 36.7%

TUEOUwWxOxUOEUDOO?» wbUwpkT 1 Ul wUOT T awl EYTI wET T OWEOUDSE
being born in Denmark, compared to being born in O O cpuntry of origin and entering
Denmark as a refugee or immigrant, all other things being equal would mean better
chances forbecoming integrated into the so-called Danish values. Table 11 below shows
the counts and percentages of differ ent categories with regard to the question of country

of birth: Almost half of the survey population were born in their country of their origin,
and also nearly half (43.2%) have been born in Denmark.

Table 11 Country of birth & distribution

Country of origin Count 555

% within Group 49.9%

3rd country Count 77
% within Group 6.9%

Looking at the same aspect in a different light, the question of citizenship can be an inter-
esting stratifying factor. Besides indicating a longer residence (due to fulfilling the res i-
dential requirements needed to become a Danish national) citizenship status also indi-
cates a higher degree of knowledge about Denmark and supposedly alsoa higher degree
of integration into the so -called Danish values. Table 12 shows the counts and percentages
that belong to different categories of citizenship:
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Table 12 Citizenship & distribution

Denmark Count 644
% within Group 57.9%

3. country Count 23
% within Group 2.1%

No answer Count
% within Group 7%

o

The majority of the survey population (69.3%) are Danish national s, of which a minority
of 11.4% are both nationals of Denmark and nationals of their country of origin.

Table 13 Income (after tax and housing expenses) @ distribution

> 0(Negative income) Count 8
% within Group 1.4%

Between 0+ 3.700 kr. Count 202
% within Group 35.0%

Between 6.100 7.200 Count 62
% within Group 10.7%

< 10.000 kr. Count 83

% within Group 14.4%

The level of an DOEDYPEUEO7z UwbDOEOOT wi EVUwWET 1 OWUOUEEDPUDPOODE
tude. In Denmark asin many other countries, the level of income, as it is usually linked to
the level of education and economic success or failure, has also been considered as ami
dicator of integration and adaptation of values, a s well as membership of closed and loose
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socioeconomic ties. Table 13 indicatesthe distribution of the survey population among
different levels of income: The categories have on the other hand been defined alongside
the borders that usually are used to determine degrees of poverty in Denmark with r e-
gard to absolute poverty, and different categories of budget -based definitions of poverty:
As indicated in the table, the total number N is 577, indicating that the income table only
includes those who are economically self-sufficient.

Owning your own flat or house in Denmark usually indicates some kind of economic
wealth. Looking at residential status, with regard to the question of whether the respo n-
dents own or rent the place in which they live, and whether it is a house or a flat, (hous es
are usually more expensive than flats) the survey population is stratified according to the
pattern in Table 14.

Table 14 Housing & distribution

Rented house Count 45
% within Group 4.0%

Own house Count 170
% within Group 15.3%

Shared own house Count 3

% within Group .3%

No ldea Count 3
% within Group .3%

30



Table 15 Arrested/charged by police & distribution

Yes Count 138

% within Group 12.4%

No idea/Will not answer Count 7
% within Group .6%

Having children usually means that the individual has established him/her self as a fam i-
ly person. It is usually taken as an expression of the stability that is connected to adult-
hood, acting responsibility, and lower tendencies towards activities that can bring the
safety of close family members in jeopardy. Table 16 shows how the survey population is
distributed with regard to whether the respon dents have parented children. Nearly ¥ of
the respondents have children of their own .

Table 16 Parent of own children & distribution

Yes Count 263

% within Group 23.6%

No ldea/ Will not answer Count
% within Group 2%

N

Table 17 indicates whether the respondents have experienced the death of their parents.
The majority of the respondents have not experienced the death of their parents. Only a
very small share of 1.2%, have lost both of their parents.
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Table 17 Are both of your parents alive 9 distr ibution

No. My mother is dead Count 29
% within Group 2.6%

No. both are dead Count 13

% within Group 1.2%

311 WEEVUEWEOUOwWPOEOUET UwEOwWI YEOQOUEUPOOWOI wUT 1 whbOE
the interviewer. Table 18 indicates that the majority of the respondents (that is 83.7%) are
completely or almost completely fluent in the Danish language.

Table 18 Danish language fluency (a ccording to the interviewer) 8 distribution

Completely fluent (no accent) Count 706

% within Group 63.4%

A few problems Count 112
% within Group 10.1%

Completely Insufficient Count 27
% within Group 2.4%

4. The concept of Islamism

Mozaffari (2007) defines Islamism as a complex phenomenon with multiple dimensions

and various ramifications. Like other political doctrines, Mozaffari suggests, Islamism, in
DPUUWEOOUI OxOUEUawUT Ex1 OwkogankEdlions DEDD 0@ Wwavi OwWBw O
1 UOOI OUz 86 w# 1 E Giad islamisd {ahiahWoult Bb©iBedtical to our proposed

Ul UOw? (UOEOPEWLIEEDPEEODUO? OwUMdzafighi define&!€amisth x Uwi OE E C
as containing four conceptual elements, that in our opinion should be understood as i n-

terdependent, in order t o be empirically applicable :
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Table 19 Radical Islamism 8 Requirements/Conditions

Requirement Content

1. Religious ideology It is a (regressiv religious ideology : Islamism takes its legitimacy
from a doublesource: ideologyand religion. Due to its double character,
persuasion of ideological goals and the use of means are perceived
explained and justified as religious duties.

2. Holistic interpretation It operates witha holistic interpretation of Islam ¢s UUUT z w( U<

based on the absolute indivisibility of the trinity Din [Religion], Dunya
[Way of life] and Dawla[Government].

3. Goal-Hegemony: Its ultimate goal is the conquest of the world : Allah promised the r e-
T1T OEawOOwUT 1T wi EVUV0DT wOOw' PUws YPUOU

4. Mean legitimating To fulfil that goal, all means are legitimate .

a. Referring to Zeen Sternhell, (1982) Mozaffari defines IdeologyE U6 ws 6 Ul UUwOi whEI EVUWE a
explain and justify the ends and means of organised social action, with the aim of preserving or

ism, due to its orientation towards the past (salaj, the Medina model under Prophet Muhammad

as well as the caliphate of the first four caliphs (Khulafa atRashid(r). The problem with this element
of the definition by Mozaffari is, we believe, the inclusiveness of the definition: t hat any ideological
and/or religious justification of goals and means can be labeled as regressive, including that of
liberalism, socialism and democratic action.

4.1 Radical Muslims and others

Mozaffari, we believe, provides a definition that can be empirical applicable, only we find
that the features he highlights, in accordance with the discourse dominating the study of
home-grown Islamic Radicalisation, are characteristics, as we discussn the following , not
for Islamists, but for the category 7?Radical Muslims?, that in Mozaffaris terminology
POUOEWEI wbEI OUPEEOQwWUOW?3O0UEODPUEUDEOW( UOEODPUUU-
between Islamists and Totalitarian Islamists (that we in the following will understand as
identical to Radical Islamism) will cause confusion when attempting to conduct empirical
investigation as well as identify policy implications and certainly when proposing policy
recommendations. It is due to the fact, discussed below, that many Islamistswill disass o-
ciate themselves bdh in theory and practice in a relative but still explicit way from cond i-
tions 1 and 2, and in a rather absolute way from requirement/condition number 3 and
certainly number 4.2

As far as the Muslim youths residing in western countries are concerned, we find t as
illustrated in Figure 1, alongside the axes Religiosity and Politicising Islam, 4 categories:

2 Islamists and Islamic Radicals are quite often in conflict with each other. The most telling exam-
ples are the conflicts between Conservatives and Reformists in contemporary Iran.
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Figure 1 Categories
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Exploring the proposed categories above we have to pay earnest attention to two specific

features:

1. 61 WEUI wOOUwWETI EODOT wbDUT wi PUT T Uy OUWEEURT OUDPI UOu
tion/association with different values and behavioural options, as far as it is empir i-

cally identified in a consistent and comprehensive manner, would give some indic a-
tion to where on the scale regarding every category, the individual, can be placed.

2. The requirements inspired by Mozaffari (described previously) only deal with one
category in the figure, namely the category of Islamist ¢ Radical Muslims. The very
precondition of doing so is that requirements are empirically applicable beforehand.

The consequence of the empiri@l focus of the study at hand is that we are only interested
in identifying motivational factors, values associated with and tendencies towards certain
behavioural options that are (can be) connected to Radical Islamism. Doing so, we would
be able to find out whether or not respondents demonstrate tendencies toward radical
Islamism. As long as they do not associate themselves with those values and behavioural
priorities, they would be categorised as Seculars, but we would not be able to establish
where on the secular scale they could be placed.

1. The Seculars: The seculars are Muslims by birth and/or belief, though they do not
practice Islam in their daily lives, and they do not think that Islamic identity, whatever
that might mean, is to be considered as aUOEDPEOQwUI Ol YEOQU wU O ®ped-w3 Owx UUu
tionalisationof socially relevant and social irrelevant roles (Banton 1994), they would insist
on the relevanceor irrelevanceof their religion in social relation, many would find it as an
expression of discriminatory labelling.) Secular in our categorisation does not necessarily
mean integrated, as it is usually understood ¢ as the precondition- in the Danish context,
they can be marginalised from different spheres of the societal life, and at the same itme
integrated culturally, as well as they can be marginalised and even hostile to the values of
the host society, and at the same time be integrated in the major sphere of societal actii
ties, e.g. labour market participation. (Rezaei and Goli, 2008). Puting it in a Merton te r-
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minology they can even be those who resign from both the dominant goals and norms of
the society, while at the same time not inclining to Islamic goals and values. The category
Secular here indicates only that they do not associate hemselves with a (Islamic) religious
identity.

2. Fundamentalists : Are Muslims by birth and/or belief, and attitude. They associate
themselves with an interpretation of Islam as a peaceful religion oriented towards chan g-
ing the individual and civil society in an Islamic manner, not by all means, but through
active disassociation, which is not the same as civil disobedience that is an expression of
protest, but as an expression of resignation from dominant western goals and certainly
means, though not as a protest, but as an expression of identity demarcation. They are
conservatives and as such defensive in their attitude; their efforts are concentrated on pre-
serving what they believe are Islamic values, that sometimes are, or are mixed in, expres-
sion of national, local and tribal traditions.

3. Rebeliouso w3 T T awEUI wi OUUPOT wUOOwWUT T wUOEDPI UazUwl OE
categories) and use Islam as a channel rather than practicing Islam at an individual level.
4. Islamists/Radical Muslims : This category contans two different sub -categories:
Islamists are those who work for the establishment of an Islamic society and Islamic gov-
ernment by lawful means and do not submit to hostile attitudes toward society. Radical
Muslims on the other hand are hostile and would not hesitate to take advantage of any
means to reach their goal. They do not differentiate between legitimate and illegitimate
means.

Our empirical investigation, specifically our survey provides opportunities for the in-
depth study of all 4 groups. Our concern and the empirical focus of this particular study
however, is the sub-division of Radical Muslims.

' aw?1EEDEEODUE U Baidlegicd phenthierfoh processher& individuals in
concert adopt to an uncompromising attitude and affiliation towards a political doctrine,
ideological framework or religious idea, and certain perspe ctives or principles in politics.
The word Radicalrefers to root (Latin : radix, root), and although being appreciated as can-
textual, and also contested, it refers to political orientation towards preservati on of the
basics, the fundament, the essence of a framework, or in a situation characterised by the
lack of it, to affiliate with and support efforts in any way that serves to recreate harmony
between the fundamental ideas and reality. In other words: "cha nges at the roots".

Radicalisation is a double-edged sword, conservative (when in power) and revolutionary

(when in opposition). Being sociological by nature and an expression of social identity,

being both the cause (of something) and the effect (of otheas) like any other sociological

phenomenon, being the independent variable and the dependent variable at the same

UPOI OwPUWEEOZ DwWET wEUI EUI EOWOEDPOUEDPOI EWEOE WUIT x U
What is Islamic Radicalisation then? The concept, in shot, refers to a radical interpreta-

tion of Islam. But what does A Radical Interpretation of Islaimmean? What are the complica-
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Dealing with the phenomenon as a sociological one, disassociating it from an understand-

ing of a priori, and attempting to develop an analytically applicable definition, we empha-

sise that both the definitions and the institutional and practical consequenc es of words are

subject to change politically, socially, and cognitively. Seen as a sociological phenomenon,

this is of importance, and that is to our best of knowledge something that has not yet been

done, which in the overall theoretical perspective is | aid down on the phenomenon. As far

as we can see by now, there can be 3 competing and completely different theoretical

views:

The first is the perspective and the framework that traditionally has characterised the u n-
derstanding of social problems and deviancesin the universal welfare models, like the
one in Denmark. In this perspective, social problems and deviances are considered objec-
tively existing and the belief is that they are created, maintained and developed as the
result of the lack of proper satisfaction of absolute and/or relative needs: The structure of
the specific society in market economy allocate material, social and psychological re-
sources, goods and services unevenly among social groups and individuals. As far as the
government fail s to bring about a sense and an experience of safety, equality and justice
across socieeconomic groups in society, social problems and deviances will be created,
maintained and developed. The golden key to resolving social problems is an equality
creating allocation and distribution of resources (Allardt, 1975, Duus and Stig, 198Q So-
cozza, 1972.

This Scandinavian framework with its focus on the national universal welfare state, we
believe, produces a certain perception on and certain hypotheses about deviances includ-
ing that of home-grown I slamic radicalisation, as effects of the lack of economic capital,
social capital and cultural capital, as a product of not-to-have, not-to love (and be loved)
and not-to-be, which is the lack of self-esteem.

The seond perspective is the Deviance perspective presented by Merton (1938) which is
framed in relation to structural inequality at a national level. Addressing the challenges of
Homegrown Radical Islamism which is quite new in history of Radical Islamism, as in-
stances of deviance and anomy, would require, as our study will show, framing it in a
structural inequality in a global perspective. Turning back to Merton, s ome individuals
deviate/disassociate themselves from the social norms, and both the norms and he devi-
ance are objectively existing. There are 3 major males of deviance: One occurswhen cer-
tain individuals alone or in concert try to achieve the socially appreciated goals (material
affluence, social prestige, power etc.) through unaccepted/illegitimate innovative means
(Merton, 1938). The second mode of deviance occurs when certain individuals and collec-
tives resign, so to speak, from the competition; they withdraw or disassociate themselves
from the appreciation of the goals as desired, but they do not develop other oppositional
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values instead. They keep doing what they have to do + almost as a ritual. The third mode
of deviance occurs when certain individual alone or in concert actually set up oppos i-
tional goals and means instead of those appreciatedby the society.

By freeing the perspective of deviance and anomy from the national and welfare state

framework and linking the discussion to more fundamental values of the society at hand
EQOEwPUzUwbPOUUPUUUDPOOEODUI EwO O EQI O i uued 11 THEOmBmIA
T OOEWODIi 1T 2 AKOwUT P U w xthouhd reve BppcYfitally vark | expliEilly @®mn- Y1 O w
nected to the study of home-grown Islamic radicalisation, provides a wider room for

more comprehensive elaboration on why home-grown radical Islamism, as an instance of

deviance occurs in post-modern societies in the age of globalisation, alsoas an instance of

deeper and broader expression of symbolic interactionism (Blumer, 1969)

The third perspective, social constructivism, suggests that socal problems and deviances
too do not exist objectively; rather, they exist and are reproduced as discursive constructs,
as far as the society in general name them as social problems or (tolerable or intolerable)
deviances, because some groups, be it polical parties, media, interest organisations, etc.
benefit from creating them as constructs. Once created, they develop a certain kind of in-
ertia, which contributes to the reproduction of them and the reality they address (The
Thomas Theorem). First of all through rejection and secondly by those marginalised ac-
cepting/taking over the outsider identity and developing it in opposition to the majority
around value conflicts (Goffman 1963).

Needless to say, that departing from these theoretical perspectives would generate hy-
potheses on causes relations as well as justify focus that are very different from those pe-
sented earlier.

Home-grown Islamic Radicalisation as a concept or phenomenon is, we believe, somehow
an exception due to its quite globalised nature. Sociological theories on social problems
and even less so with regard to anomy and deviance, that conceptually and empirically

involve the aspect of globalisation, are rather poor at this stage. The need for sociological
theories of the Globalisation era is overwhelming (Bauman 2000) There is no doubt in our

minds that a fully satisfactory understanding of the sociological phenomenon home-

grown Islamic Radicalisation in the West should in a much higher degree involve this

aspect.

But so far, while we are waiting for a more comprehensive and empirically testable (the o-
retical) proposition on the phenomenon, we can establish the following:

Like any other sociological phenomenon, home-grown Islamic Radicalisation is Contex-
tual; it is specific to contexts such asthe national one and others in which it is produced,
activated and understood. It is Situational; it refers to the experiences of those people
who are subject to those definitional and operational categories (Thomas 2002). It is
Gradual; the character,the scope, the intensity and the implications and applications of it
change and have different meanings and consequences depending on, among other fa-
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tors, time, space and balance ofpower. And finally it is Conditional; it refers to the actual
practice of formal and informal intuitions as a formal or informal response to the stru c-
tural need of the national interest, be it political, geopolitical, economical, cultural or s o-
cietal, in the era of globalisation.

Taking these complicated circumstances into corsideration, the question is: How can we
agree upon a definition, preferably an operational one, of a concept that has been in use in
S0 many years with so many connotations? (Mozaffari 2009)

Efforts to develop such an empirically applicable glossary have been organised around
the premise of furthering a convergence, a common ground, rather than deepening the

PDOUUEOGETI UwoOi wEDBYI UT T OEl wpbUI POWEWSUUOXxIrEOQWEOOUI
standing has been that words and terms are political, social, historical and cognitive con-
structions serving the fulfilment of certain needs of different countries and are subject to

ongoing conceptual development and redefinition.

4.2 Secular, Fundamentalist , Islamist, Radical Muslim
SOwWOEO!I wUUUT wUOT EVwk! WwEOOZ UwOD R wddeven(Wors€eFMI® E wUIT ODT |

home-grown Islamic radicalisation i t has beencrucial for UUwUOOwWEDUUDOT b UT wET UP

have to be aware that we, while we are dealing with those concepts as categorieswe ac-
tually deal with theoretical constructs or ideals:

w?2] EUOEU? w, UUOPOOwWPOWPUUWEUOEET U0wUI GaJi OwbUwWE
soning and pragmatic problem solving as the only legitimate source with regard to mak-
ing decisions, specifically political ones.

w? %UOEEOI OUEOPUU? wbPUwOOUwWOI ET UUEUDOGa WEOwW? ( UOEOE

Ow? ( UOGEOPUU?» wPUwOOUwWOI ETl UUEUPOaW?1LEEPEEOD?
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Table 20 Type of Muslim

Type Field of relevance

Inter - Civil National Global
Individual Personal society politic s politic s
Secular ?
Rebelliou s X X
Fundamentalist X X X
Islamist ? ? ? X
Radical Muslim X X X X X
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Conceptual clarification and also empirical e vidence reveal that Islamists are not typically
revolutionary, as far as the overturning of an existing political structure by all meanss
concerned. They can be reformistst seeking to change the status quo into an Islamic state
of art, they might on the surface share that goal with Radical Muslims, but they differ
from them by not adopting and not legitimising overt and covert violence. Instead they
might be involved in overt efforts and legally organised activities: And their ideal Islamic
state does not look like the one that Radical Muslims imagine. Islamists emphasise can-
promises and peaceful coexistence and freedom of belief as the core features of Islam,
while radical Mu slims follow the opposite.

An Islamist can have (and usually has) a very different interpretation of Islam in an esse n-
tial way, rather than taking the Quran and Sunna literary, they emphasise not the word of
Sharia, but the purpose of it. They rely on the dynamics of Jhad and see no conflict be-
tween Islam and modernity. They will work for the establishment and development of an
Islamic civil society, in accordance with Islamic ethical and moral prescriptions. The arena
for the religious activity is far be yond the Mosque. While religion for a radical Muslim is

mainly a private matter asit is a matter involving the individ UE OWE OEwOOI z Uwi EODC

and also a precondition for community building, a n Islamist will explicity emphasise the
social dimension and be more insistent on the political mission of the ideology of Islam,
but highlighting the purpose of the sharia and not the word of it. Islam and Sharia can be
understood as a political and societal project rather than a description of religious duties.

Islamists are more adaptive to new circumstances; they can, in the relative sense of the
word, be progressive, and they can easily adapt to and take advantage of the democratic
system and the political opportunity structure s it offers, the scientific development and
they can accept(also political) pluralism, they can be tolerant in many ways, acting r a-
tionally and pragmatically and respect ing the boundaries of rational choices. Islamists, in
this way, can represent a peaceful interpretation of Islam and the Quran; they would u n-
derstand Sunna and the Quran as contextual and notabsolute, once for ever description of
rights and duties, rights and wrongs.

Radicalised Muslims are more conservative with regards to many issues, e.g. the gender

question, as they dJ1 wOx x OUT Ew0Owp OOl Oz Uwi GUEOWEOEWUOEDGD

societal and political life. An Islamist, on the contrary, would appreciate the role of wo m-
en in the society, not to forget their role in actions, targeted providing support for the

movement, whatever that might be: Both Islamists and many, specifically the home-
grown, Radical Muslims in the west agree that women can study, and have the right to
work, only radical Muslims will incline to the idea that they should do so while simult a-
neously upholding a full H ijab. Both Islamists and Radical Muslims include women's as-
sociations You can be a good Elamist without a full Hijab, and without a beard, but you
can not be a Radical Muslim without a full Hijab and beard, unless a temporary violation

of prescription on Hijab and prohibition on shaving OU wOUT 1 Uwi OUEPE K] OWEE

legitimised as the expression of the principal of Taghiyah/ dissimulation, cconcealing the
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beliefs in accordance with the principal, that the goal , under specific circumstances, leg-

timates the means.

Beinga? 1EEDEE Ow, UUODP Ovatatiop @sutidde thvolvedl b the @11 attacks) is

a radical, collective state of mind, a state of values and principals, a state of behaviour and

finally a state of action. Theycan be more or lessreluctant to act against Islamic moral and

ethical code, if it is necessary to do so inpursuit of the higher goal. That is the establih-

ment of the Islamic hegemony. A Radical Muslim, defined alongside these parameters,

advocates for certain ideas and thoughts. He would prefer certain values over others, and

he would act in accordance with those preferred values, so that he/she continuously ap-

xUOEET 1 UwUT 1T wUUEUT wOi wE w? U bdgd he wadlth [dse: ledititaayp O» 8 we DU
Becoming a radical Muslim in values, behaviour and priorities requires efforts to achieve

knowledge on those values and behavioural prescription. It is therefore justifiable to a s-

UUOT OwUT EVUWEWUEEPEEOwW, UUOD Oz Uthad hése WHo Ere hotw EE O U U w (
interested in knowing what is right or wrong according to the Quran and Sunna. Taking

into consideration the many different competing perceptions of Islam, and the many co n-

testing schools and interpretations within each and every one of them, on the other hand,

there are at least as many models for the socially constructedperceptions of a gighteous

Muslim z But there are many similarities too, above which we find knowledge of right and

wrong, taking the script literally, and evaluat ing different aspects of life in accordance

with sharia, on the top.

A Radical Muslim departs from, operates with reference to and makes explicit efforts to
impose a very strict and rigid s E a wU I -linteipr@tétiOzof Sharia, the Quran and Sunna
on the society, like the Taliban did when in power in Afghanistan and the hardliners in
the Iranian government are doing contemporarily.

In a democracy with a rather open political opportunity structure, the Radical Muslim

would most probably prefer to exit, like a fundamentalist would, though for different

Ul EUOOUOWEWUEEDPEEOW, UUOPOZUwWI RPUWPUWEwWxUOUI UUOwE
of resignation. A Secular and an Islamist would most probably prefer voice e.g. particip a-

tion, also here due to different reasons: The secular would do so to play the game by the

rules, while an islamist would do so as an effort to change the rules to some extent. The

secular would use the common good and interest as the point of reference, while the Is-

lamist would exx OPEDUOa wUUIl wlOT 1T w?( UOEOPE wid dadtwheneE Uw UT T w x
the religious belonging has been politicised, and the religious identity is imposed on ce r-

tain groups, and where ethnicity and religiosity are considered socially relevant factors,

(Banton 199, Goli & Rezaei 2007) like that of Denmark, the situation can be completely

different; the Secular would choose to exit, or an explicit and comprehensive disassocia-

tion with religion and ethnicity, while the Islamist would prefer voice and the R adical

Muslim would prefer exit. Islamists are involved in local politics, while Radical Muslims

are involved in a global battle on right and wrong, just and unjust, as defined in a rel i-

gious terminology.
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4.3 A common understanding?

In spite of all the differences, however, a certain understanding of Islamism has been de-
veloped in western literature, and recently in western politics, referring to quite different
phenomena like the Islamic revolution in Iran, FIS in Algeria, Hamas and Hezbollah, | s-
lamic Brotherhood in Egypt, Hizb -ut-Tahrir and Menhaj Ul Quran, Al Qaida and Taliban
in Afghanistan, and many other organisations, networks and countries as well as Muslim
intellectuals, revolutionary figures like Muhammad Igbal , Jamal atDin al-Afghani, Abul
Ala Maududi , Sayyid Qutb and Ayatollah Khomeini . What do these different phenomena
hold in common?

Searhing for that answer leads us to the concept of Islamism (Arabic: aFA D U 0§, @d a a E
fined as a set ofideologies holding that Islam is not only a religion but also a political sy s-

tem; that modern Muslims must return to their roots of their religion , and unite politica I-

ly. At the centre of the concept of Islamism, as it is understood generally in the West, is

the enforcement of Sharia, of pan-Islamic political unity; and of the elimination of non-
Muslim s, particularly western, military, economic, political, social, or cultural i nfluences

in the Muslim world , which they believe to be incompatible with Islam.

There are severalfundamental problems with this definition. Just to mention a few:

The desire of going back to the roots can be common, but the interpretation of the roots
can be very different.

The desire to establish thelslamic Ideal Statean be common, butthe image of the Islamic
state and the Islamic society is not the same acros the categories.

The desire to establish thelslamic Ideal Statand society can be common, but there are ma-
jor conflicts on what means should be taken in use to make it happen.

On the other hand Islamism also refers to a certain interpretation of the conE 1 x Uw? 31T 1 w

T OOEWODI 1 » w Héthyuand valle®alitsu? 6 w( UOEOPUOWEUwPUUwWwOOUL
(that is equivalent to the category of a Radical Muslim in the following) i s considered to

be a militant , anti-democratic movement, bearing a holistic vision of Islam whose final

aim is the restoration of the Medina Model or the caliphate.

According to an Islamist, Islam is not only a religion, but a complete political program me
for structuring the entire society at the macro level, containing civil and criminal low
principles for the government and govern ance and a coherent economic system. At the
civil society level it is a moral code and contains certain binding instructions for social,
political and personal life, monitored and up held by active social control as a major sup-
plementary to the efforts of the government, when not in government, and by state co n-
trol when they have the political power. It also refers to a certain definition of obligations
and rights for the citizenship i n the Muslim community, the Ummah . It also indicates an
active assertion and promotion of beliefs, prescriptions, laws or policies that are held to be
Islamic in character.
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It is nevertheless crucial to keep in mind, when attempting to make the definition to e m-

pirically applicable categories that Islamism on the other hand is not by definition hostile

to western powers, or to western societies. At least two forms of Islamism can be distin-

guished, as far as the foreign policy of western countries and the hostile attitude is con-

El UOI Wé mofnally use the term "Islamist” to refer to Muslims who draw upon the beliefs,
symbols, and language of Islam to inspire, shape and amipwditical activity. We do not aot
matically seek to exclude moderate, tolerant, peaceful Islamists who seek to apply their religious
values to domestic political problems and foreign policy. We do, however, object strongtg-to Isla
ists who preach intolance and espouse violence in the domestic and international arenasi-Extre
ists in the Middle East as elsewhere can be secular as well as redfgious.

5. Results

Answering the first empirical question we departed from the definition suggested by M o-
zaffari (2007): In order to be categorised as a Radical Muslim, the individual in question
should fulfil 4 requirements:

1. Advocate for Islam as a religious ideology.

2. Join the interpretation of Islam as holistic, distinguishing between true and false | s-
lam, acknowledging Islam as binding prescription for activities in  Din [Religion],
Dunya [Way of life] and Dawla [Government].

3. Submit the idea that the final goal of Islam is to conquest the entire world.
4. Agree that fulfilling that end legitimises the use of any means, including violence.

Let us be aware of therandom nature of the data that, in our case, is the premise when

one gathers data by asking the individual respondent a large number of questions for al-

most an hour. And let us not hesitate to draw concdlusions. For example, if you consider

any respondent who has selected the most radical responseoption presented to him/her

for any specific singlequestion, whatever that question might be, the risk of drawing that

kind of conclusion is overwhelming and a ctually a temptation: Let us take a brief look at

UTT waUIl UUPOOwPOwOUUwWUUUYT aow?6T E0wUT OUGEWE W, UUC

Ul Uy-=20

3 (U.S. Department of Statet 96/05/08 Address: Robert Rlletreau on Muslim Politics of Middle East
Bureau of Near East Affairs (http://dosfan.lib.uic.edu/ERC/bureaus/nea/960508PelletreauMus-
lim.html ).
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Table 21 Testing (Elaborati ng on pitfalls)

Valid Cumulative

Frequency  Percent percent percent

Valid

Close the door and call the police 122 11.0 12.6 29.6

Offer him housing and try to co n- 214 19.2 22.1 68.1

vince him to go to the police

No idea 238 214 24.5 100.0
Missing System 143 12.8
Total 1113 1000

In spite of the statistical distribution shown in the table that obviouslyindicates that 160

Ul UxOOET OUUwWwOUWNUUUOWEEOUUwWhKk T wOl wUT T wxOxUOEUDC
warrior and asking OO wi UUUT T Uw@Ul UUPOOU>? Owbkl wEI 0PI YI w0l E
basis for the conclusion that just about 15% of the Muslim population age 15-30 in Den-

mark are sympathetic or supportive to Muslim terrorists, who are, we believe, to be e x-

amples par excellence with regard to fulfilment of the 4 conditions set up by Mozaffari.

The selection of the most extreme response option could actually be an instance of protest,

actually is supportive of radical Muslims. In order to establish whether the selected re-

sponse option could justifiably categorise the individual respon dent as supportive of rad-

ical Muslims we need to first reduce as much as possible of the risk of concluding wrong-

ly by widening and deepening the empirical basis and we can only do that by searching

for and empirically establishing a certain degree of cohaence in the patterns of responses

given by respondents. The question is how do we do that?

5. The Construction of the group ORadi

Through a process of refinement and elaboration, and just to begin with, we put (and later
in data analysis process picked up) 10 questions that among their responseoptions in-
cluded the most radical statements. We operated with a scaleranging | UOQw? 3 GUEOOa wk
ETUIT wOOwUOUEOOGaWET Ul 1 2 OWEOEwWOOOa thexeutvadntE w U x wUT
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among responseoptions. Respondents, who totally agreed with or joined the most radical

response options, otherwise in a minimum of 6 out of 10 of cases, were categorised as

U1 UxOOEI OUUwPPUT WIEEPEEOW( UOEOPEWUI OEIeOEDI U2 6 w
sponse options are presentedin Table 22.

Table 22 First effort towards categorisation

To what degree do you agree or disagree with this statement:

Totally agree

other religion it is all right to kill him/her according to the
21 EUPE~ Yy

Do you agree in the statement that a true Muslim is a person

who is willing to sacrifice his/her life in armed fight for Islam? Totally agre

Hizbut Tahrir / The terror detainee

Who in your opinion represents Islam the best in Denmark?
y P P from Vollsmose

- Expel the infidels by forc
SOWEPEwWUT T wi UOEEODUT O1 OUwWOI weE| - It can be necessary to use force
weapomn

Question 1: When is it both legitimate and correct according to
Islam for a Muslim to resort to weapon? .

P When Islam Is in Danger
Question 2: Do you experience that Islam is endangered or

Yes)
under attack currently?

a. We had categorized presented options on a scale ranging from the most secular to the most rad-
cal Muslims.

In order to categorise the whole population in groups and at the same time control the
above mentioned observation we included 8 more questions that contain Islamist re-
sponse options, and afterwards we made a rating: The most radical response options, de-



fined as sympathising with militant attitudes got the score of 5, the ones that were less

than this received a K OWEOE wUT OUT wUIl UxOO0UT woOxUDPOOUW-UT EVWE!
OEO? wOUwWNUUUWEPUUEUDPUI EEUPOOWPDUT wOT T WUUEUT woli
support of Islamic militant tendencies received a score of 3(Table 23). For accuracyy UwUE Ol w
we should emphasise that the response options presented in the secad column of the

table are only the response options (in the original table only one or a few among many

other ranging from the most neutral to most radical option ) that are rated. Considered as

an ideal type, (non-existent in reality according to the definition but purposeful in co m-

parisons) respondents with non-tendencies towards radical Islamism or Islamism would

score 0 point.

On the opposite side a respondernt with 100% radical Islamic tendencies would score 74
(the total score avalable). We operated with the idea that these extreme poles represent
?DEI EOuwUa wely definitibndptutiieicdncept, as it is rather impossible for a respo n-

dent to stay 100% ckar through a telephone interview that lasts about an hour.

In multi response option questions only the highest score is counted in the single indivi d-
UEQwUI UxOOEIT 00Uz bemslUripareEnthesesH Pibl tofimn5 (S0ore) in Table 23

ical interpretation of Is lam, not taken as an indicator for Radical Islamism.

The questions and selected options are categorised in 2 categories according to thie quali-
ty. The first category of questions and the respective point-giving response options is the
Attitude Category. This category contains questions and the selected response options in
the table (81, 82, 84, 9091, 98, 100, 101, 104 and 10By selecting the presented response
options in these questions the individual respondent can score a maximum of 35 points.
The quality of these questions and the respective response options taken into consicra-
tion, even obtaining the absolute maximum of points does not reveal any ind ications of
tendencies towards Radical Islamism in accordance with our operational definition pr e-
sented before. It would express the attitudesof the single respondents, without letting us

to know why they have those attitudes. It can be the expression of a general dissatisfac-
tion with the state of art, tendencies toward conspiracy theories or something entirely

different . By investigating the pattern of selected response options by individual respo n-
dents, we found, that even those who selected the most exteme response options in cae-
gory one (Attitude Cate gory) actually hesitated to selectthe most extreme response @-
tions in Category 2 (The Hypothetical Action Preferences). This category contains re-
sponse options in questions 83, 85, 96, 97, 99, 102, 18Ad 109).

4For more details see Appendix 5
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Table 23 A comprehensive effort towards identification of Radical Muslims

Req.? |Question Alternative |Point giving selected option Score
options?

1 |What is your opinion on Jihad? Presented [?) BT EEwWOI EQU WU O
Islam when it is attacked by infi- 3)
El OUG~»
?) DI EEwOl EOQUWE UL
and to spread Islam by the power 4
Ol wbl Ex0D0B »

1 |Do you think that Muslims Presented |Yes, but as Muslims 3

should involve themselves in
politics?
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a. Req. as the label of this column refers to the 4 requirements outlined before presupposed to be
met in order to be supportive of Radical Islamic values and behavioural priorities, namely: Req. 1.

Religious Ideology. Req. 2. Holsitic Interpretation. 3. Glob al Hegemony (of Islam) and Req. 4. Mean
legitimating.




According to our categorisation we found that in order to get 40 points the individual

respondent should select at least 7 response options that give 5 points or a combination of

response options contaning a quite large UT EUT w Ol wk z U O wisldmie GadidallU 1 wUT T wC
response options presented.

By in-depth investigation of the distributions at hand , we find that a majority of the res-
pondents (Group 1) selected some of these response options in a verjnconsistent way.
We decided that these respondents demonstrated no or very low degree of attitudes that
could be linked to Islamist, radical or radical Islamist ten dencies. Those whose score are
between 15 and 24 are more consistent in their selection ofesponses connected to a radé
cal Islamist worldview, but they are still far from a degree of consistency that could justify
categorising them as Radical Islamists. Taking into consideration that all respective re s-
pondents actually have selected one or sore (in multi response option questions) it means
that they have selected some other response options that are completely dissociative with
Islamist or Radical Islamist attitudes and preferences.

In the following we see the scoreboard, the number of respondents for each and every
point, and how we categorised them into 4 groups, ranging from Least Radical /Non rad i-
cal (Group 1) to Most Radical (Group 4). In order to be categorised in Group 4 (those with
the highest degree of association with radical views of Islam) the individual respondent

must show a very high degree of coherence in his/her attitude and preferences amongthe
presented response options.Attention should also be drawn to the methodological pro b-
lem of borderlines like in any other process of caegorisation in survey studies that also
exists here.It takes quite a bit more in-depth studies to establish the exact differences le-
tween for instance those respondents who score 39 and those who score 41 pointsSaying
that, we emphasise that without a certain kind of coherence in Muslim radical attitudes

and behavioural preferences, it is impossible for the individual respondent to score 40
points.

We find that the vast majority of the respondents, that is Group 1 and 2 make up 852 or
76.5% of the population, while Group 3 make up 17.8%, and a much smaller percentage of
the population, that is 5.6% are identified as associative and supportive of radical Islamic
worldview.

The table provides two types of information; one is how many respondents that are c ate-
gorised in different groups. The other is the degree of radicalisation; this information is
specifically interesting when we through significance analysis attempt to establish what
segments of the population, demographic or socio-economic group, demonstrates the
highest degree (and not number or share) of radicalisation.
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Table 24 Respondents divided alongside the scale of Islamic Radicalisation

Group 1 (The Non-Radical Muslims), Group 4 (The Most Radical Muslims) and the
groups in between.

Number of Number of individuals
Score respondents composing the group Group name

0 23
3 41
4 21
5 74
6 24
Group 1
7 19 _ _
. - 551 Non -Radical Muslims (and others) (Respan-
. 47 (49.4%) dents in this category express almost noaffili a-
tion with The Radical Islamic World view )
10 32
11 54
12 60
13 42
14 30
15 44
16 47
Group 2
17 36
The Least Radical Muslims
18 41 . .
(Respondents in this category express some
19 23 301 o . )
opinions that are categorised as Islamic values
20 17 (27%) i
01 07 and worldviews. + They can bemore fundamen-
> - talist in the sense of taking their religious belief
more seriously)
23 20
24 25
25 25 Group 3
26 16 The affiliated
27 25 (Respondents in this category express more
28 18 tendencies toward Islamism, but not conse-
29 12 IGR guently toward Radical Islamism. Some of these
30 11 (18%) respondents are probably more of Rebellious (in
0
31 21 Figure 1) feeling harmed by what they exper i-
32 14 ence as global discursive pressure on Islam, but
33 10 not inclining to Radical Is lamism). They are
34 6 sympathetic to Radical Islamism but they do not
35 8 support it.
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Control ling the Group Categorisation

We have controlled the categorisation presented above in two different ways:

1.

In order to be categorised as supportive to the most radical views of Islam we find
Ul EQwUOT ] wWEEUPEwWXxUI EOOEPUDPOOWUT OUOGEWET wxUOI 1 UL
words it would be very much unlikely to find respondents who do not profess Islam
as their religion but at the same time are supportive of those values and behavioural
priorities associated with the radical Islam. Another way of controlling is the Table
below that shows the distribution of religious profession on the one hand and group
categorisation on the other.
EEOQOUEDPOT wOOwOUUwWOx1 UEUPOOEOWET I DOPUBOOWI OEEO
gested conceptual definition, the clear indication, that the individual respondent, in
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order to associate with and be supportive of the Radical Islamic values and
worldview and be able to advocate for the preference system with regard to beha-
vioural options, the individual must have the knowledge of issues that are directly r e-
lated to political Islam. There are many issues that can be related to Poliical Islam
and to Radical Islam, but there can hardly be any disagreement on following core is-
sues:

Dar-Ul-Harb BUwUT T wEOOE T x U widstarmOnwobatebsudéh@neated fioh each
other. Dar-Ul-Harb is the area (house) of war, where the infidels live, whereas Dar-Ul-

Islam is the area (house) of peace, where the true believers live. This is the very core of the
idea to divide the world between Muslims and Non Muslims. 5

The battle of Badr stands as a tremendous milestone and symbolic monument in the Rad-
ical Muslims warfare, due to the belief that God sent 1000 angels to assist the Mujahidin
who were underdogs in the battle, and helped them defeat an army that in number and
equipment far exceeded the Muslim army.

Ummah : The whole idea of dividing the wor Id in Dar -Ul-Islam and Dar-Ul-Harb, and the
efforts that are to be made to establish the Pan Islamic Community has the concept of
Ummabh, the cross-ethnic and cross-national community of Muslims at the centre of it.

The charter of Medina: At the op of the scenarios for establishing the Islamic government
is the way Mohammad governed the society of Medina according to the charter of Med i-
na, Sahifatal-Medina.

Hijab and other obligations : You cannot and will not be regarded and accepted as a true
Muslim, if yo u as a female do not act in accordance with the prescription on wearing a
Hijab. This is only one of the overt symbols to be evaluated on first sight. In order to be
supportive to the worldview of radical Islam you cannot ignore the principal of Hijab. On
the other hand wearing a Hijab is not in any way an indication of Radical Islam, which
goes for many other prescriptions as well.

Arabic language : Arabic is the language of Allah and of the Quran, perceived among
Muslims as the perfect expression of the pefect language. In order to adopt the
worldviews of Islam, the individual Muslim should make efforts to understand the Q u-

5 DAR-UL-HARB. "Abode of War." A land ruled by infidels that might, through  war, become the
"Abode of Islam," DAR -UL-ISLAM. "Abode of Islam." A country where Islamic laws are followed
and the ruler is a Muslim. (Columbia Online dictionary, http://www.columbia.edu/itc/mealac/
pritchett/O0islamlinks/ikram/glossary.html . There is only one place on earth which can be called
the home of Islam (Dar-ul-Islam), and it is that place where the Islamic state is established and the
Sharitah is the authority and God's limits are observed, and where all the Muslims administer the
affairs of the state with mutual consultation. The rest of the world is the home of hostility (Dar -ul-
Harb). A Muslim can have only two possible relations with Dar -ul-Harb: peace with a contractual
agreement, or war. A country with which there is a treaty will not be co nsidered the home of Islam.
(Syed Qutb; A Muslim's Nationality and His Belief. ¢ http://www.islaam.com/Article.aspx?id=257) .

51



ran. Like the aspect of Hijab, making this effort is not necessarily an indication of a
movement towards adopting a Radical Islamic wor Idview in and of itself, but (compared

to Fundamentalist Muslims, who read the Quran without necessarily being concerned

with whether or not they understand the words they read, and compared to the seculars

who are not concerned with reading the Quran at all) efforts towards Radical Islam pr e-
suppose an understanding of the Quran.

Taliban : The Taliban in Afghanistan as one of the most expressive manifestations of Rad-
cal Islam and an organisation that arranges training for those interested in taking part in
the battle for Islam, is a phenomenon that presumably is more known among those who
follow the international battle that involves Radical Muslims.

In the following we first investigate the first control aspect by looking at whether respo n-
dents, who do not profess Islam as their religion, are represented in Group 4. The larger
representation of this category of respondents in Group 4, the less valid our categorisation
would be.

We find that none of respondents who profess other religions are represented in Group 4,
the most radical Muslims. That also goes for their representation in Group 3, with some
tendencies towards affiliation for the radical Islamic worldview. Even when we look at
Group 2, we find only a very small share of these respondents that are almost exclusively
respondents who do not profess any religion. A great majority of these respondents are
categorised in Group 1, indicating that they do not share the Radical Islamic worldview.
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Table 25 Religion and affiliation with Radical Islamic values

and behaviour.

Group
1 2 3 Total
Islam, Shia Count 72 73 50 197
% within Group 13.1% 24.3% 25.3% 17.7%
Islam, Sunni Count 266 148 124 582
% within Group 48.3% | 49.2% 62.6% 52.3%
Islam, Other Count 101 50 23 191
% within Group 18.3% 16.6% 11.6% 17.2%
Catholic Count 8 0 0 8
% within Group 1.5% .0% .0% .0% 1%
Greek Catholic/Orthodox |Count 12 0 0 0 12
% within Group 2.2% .0% .0% .0% 1.1%
Lutheran Count 4 0 0 0 4
% within Group 1% .0% .0% .0% 4%
Other Count 19 4 0 0 23
% within Group 3.4% 1.3% .0% .0% 2.1%
Non / Atheist Count 58 22 1 0 81
% within Group 10.5% 7.3% .5% 7.3%
No Answer Count 11 4 0 15
% within Group 2.0% 1.3% .0% 1.3%
Total Count 551 301 198 1113
% within Group 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0%

Controlling for the categorisation by looking at whether or not there is a relation between
the extents of knowledge had on issues directly related to Radical Islam, we find the fol-

lowing distribution:
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Table 26 Knowledge of issues related to Radical Islamism * Groups

0 Cross tabu lation

Group

Correct answer

among options
Questions presented 1 2 3 4 | Total?
Dar-Ul-Harb" is a core  [The houseof war, |Count 63 39 53 32 187
concept for dividing the |OUwU T | W Ol within Group |11.4%413.0%426.8%450.8% 16.8%
world in Islam, but what
does it mean?
In which battle did God |Badr Count 47| 45 74 30 196
send 1000 anggés to assist % within Group | 8.594 15.09437.49%447.6% 17.6%
Muslims?
What does Ummah Ummah is the Count 123 108 104 51 386
MR Muslim community o, \ithin Group |22.3%35.9%52.5%81.0% 34.7%

that every Muslim

regardless of

language, race, etc.

is @ member of.
What was the Medina  |An agreement on  |Count 53 28 31 21 133
Constitution (Dustur -al- rights and duties o5 within Group | 9.6% 9.3%15.7%433.3% 11.9%
Medina or Sahifat-al- among different
Medina)? faiths and people in

Medina under

Mohammad.
Do you wear Hijab Yes. Fully Count 74 30 44 10 158
(Female respondentsp)? % within Group |28.5% 21.19441.99%466.7% 30.3%
Which of following Arabic Count 118 105 85 41 349
languages would you % within Group |21.4% 34.99442.9%465.1% 31.4%
like to master fluently, if
you only had one
option?
What does the word Someone who Count 36 21 15 13 66
Taliban mean? (OptiOﬂS study Islam/attend % within Group 6.5% 7.0% 7.6% 20.7% 5.9%
not given) a Quran school

the correct answers as the average percentage for the correct answers to the question.
b. Asked only to females that identifies themselves as Muslims (N=522).

Departing from the definition presented by Mozaffari, introduced above, Islamists (in our

terminology Radical Muslims) believe in Islam not only as a religi ous faith, and individ u-

al duty, but a coherent and more importantly extrovert ed ideology based on acertain
world view. Changing the surroundings and the world to an Islamic state of art bears in
itself the notion of a holistic character and a prescription for development of identity. We

found that in order for our catego risation to be consistent with th e operational definition

oex Ul Ul OUIl EWEEOYI AwUT T wOOT PEEOwWI RxI EUEUPOOwWUOWE
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knowledge of core issues and concepts related to political and Radical Islam would ex-
ceed that of other groups. We would retreat from categorising t hose respondents as Rad
cal Muslims, if this expectation was not fulfilled. Certain questions (with multiple r e-
sponse options) in the survey addressed this aspect. In other words as we move fromthe
left end of the scale (Secular Muslims) tothe right end (Radical Muslims) knowledge and
the awareness of the core issues rated to Islamism and Radical Islamism would increase.
Below we present the result of our investigation:

The following Pearson test indicates clearly that that there is a relationship between the
knowledge of issues associated to Radical Islam on the one hand and what groupsthe
respondents have been categorised in.

Table 27 Chi Square tests Knowledge of Issues related to Radical Islamism * Groups

Number of

degrees of Significance
/' TEUUQOOWX Value freedom (2-sided)
Dar-U! -Harb" is a core concept for dividing the 174.26 18 <0.001
world in Islam, but what does it mean?
In whlch battle did God sent 1000 angels to assist 20431 15 <0001
Muslims?
What does Ummah mean? 18809 15 <0.001
Do you wear Hijab (Female respondents)a? 3491 9 <0.001
Which of following languages would yo_u like to 11472 o4 <0001
master fluently, If you only had one option?
What was the Medina Constitution (Dustur -al- <0.001
Medina or Sahifat-al-Medina)? ’

. . :

What does the word Taliban mean? (Options not 5073 24 <0005

given)

a. Asked only to females who identify themselves as Muslims. (N=522)

What we observe in the table is the following:

Group 4 respondents, not only select the right response options consequently, and at a far
higher rate, but we can observe an upward sloping curve beginning with the lowest d e-
gree of correct responses selected by Group 1 and the highest degree of correct responses
by Group 4 in almost 100% of the cases. Based on thislwservation, we concluded that our
categorisation is empirically correct.
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%O0000PPOT wUT 1 WEOOUUUUEUDPOOYPEI OUPI PEEUDOOWOT wll |
Radical Muslims among the survey population , we could now test the hypothesis intr o-
duced above.

5.2. A Group -specific Data O verview

In the following we take a closer look at correlations between some socioeconomic bad-
ground variables on the one hand and Group representations on the other. We should
emphasise that at this stage we do not attempt, due to the complexity of the phenomenon
as we argued before, to establish causal relations, but find incidents of over- and underr e-
presentation. (Dealing with the widespread hypotheses in the next chapter we attempt to
test the presumed causal relations.)

Geographic

Nearly ¥ of the respondents in Group 4 (23.8% of the most radical young Muslims) reside
in Copenhagen municipality, but young radical Muslims make up only 5.7% of the all the
respondents that live in this municipality. The second relatively high est share of young
radical Muslims (Group 4) is represented by Hgje Tastrup, a suburb to Copenhagen, with
14.3% of all young radical Muslims, which is 22% of all the respondents from this area.
Number 3 on the list is Gladsaxe, also a suburb to Copenhagen,and they make up 7.9% of
all respondents in Group 4, or approximately 21% of respondents from Gladsaxe. Next is
Aarhus, the second largest city in Denmark, exceeded only by Copenhagen. Respondents
from this area categorised in Group 4 make up 9.5% of thisT UOUx z Uwx Ox UOEUD OO w(
words: 6.6% of respondents from Aarhus are categorised in Group 4. Respondents from
Odense, the third largest city in Denmark, make up 3.2% of all respondents in Group 4.
They make up nearly 3% of respondents from this area. Also respondents from Kalun d-
borg municipality make up 3% of all respondents in Group 4, but at the same time, due to
the fact that the absolute number of respondents from this city is much lower than the
others, they make up a rather large share of these respondents; that is to say 28.5% of
young Muslims (respondents) from Kalundborg are categorised in Group 4.

These 6 areas represent 61.9% of all respondents in Group 4 (N=63).The remaining 38.1%
are distributed throughout the country.

Male and female respondents respectively make up 48.9% and 51.1% of the survey pojl-
lation (N=1113). Male respondents are overrepresented in Group 4; they make up 76.2% of
Ul PUw&UOUxzUwxOxUOEUDOOOWEOGEWI 1 OEOTI UWOEOT wUx w07 1
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Table 28 Gender And Group distribution

1
252
45.7%
299
54.3%
551
100.0%

Group

2
152
50.5%
149
49.5%
301
100.0%

Table 29 Age And Group distribution

1
101

18.3%
101
18.3%
129
23.4%
93
16.9%
127
23.0%
551

100.0%

Looking at the distribution of ages across the groups, a relatively large share of respon-
dents in Group 4 is made up of individuals between the ages of 21-24 years. Another in-
teresting phenomenon is that respondents aged between 15-17 years old, make up a rather
small minority (11.1%) and they are strongly underrepresented in this in Group 4.

In the following we take a closer look at the backgrounds of the respondents and their

group categorisation:
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Table 30 o0Came t o& @Wapdistaibukion as €& 0

Group

1 2 3 Total

Refugee Count 143 75 52 288
% within Group 26.0% 24.9% 26.3% 25.9%

Immigrant Count 87 54 33 188
% within Group 15.8% 17.9% 16.7% 16.9%

Descendent of refugees Count 112 72 39 229
% within Group 20.3% 23.9% 19.7% 20.6%

Descendent of Immigrants  Count 209 100 74 408
% within Group 37.9% 33.2% 37.4% 36.7%

Total Count 551 301 198 1113
% within Group 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

25.9% of the respondents came to the country as refugees, 16.9%ame as immigrants,
20.6% are children of refugees and 36.7 are children of immigrants: It seems that refugees
and especially children of refugees are relatively underrepresented in Group 4. On the
other hand we observe that respondents who are immigrants are relatively overrepr e-
sented.

National background and groups

Looking at the distribution of respondents in Group 4 across national backgrounds, data
indicates that respondents that are originally from Turkey are a bit overrepresented (they
make up 25% of the respondents in Group 4, while they are 21.5% of the survey popula-
tion.

One relatively overrepresented group is respondents with Somali national background s:
They make up 5.2% of all respondents, but make up 11.1% of the population in Group 4.

Respondents from Bosnia Herzegovina are heavily underrepresented in Group 4: They
make up 8.9% of all respondents but only 1.6% among individuals in Group 4. Individuals
with Iragi national backgrounds are also strongly underrepresented in Group 4: They
make up 18.7%of the total population, but only 7.9% of the respondentsin Group 4.

The national backgrounds Lebaneseand Stateless Palestinian areon the other hand over-
represented, while individuals with Moroccan national backgrounds are strongly under-
represented.
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Table 31 National background and Group distribution

8.9%
0
.0%
1
2%
64
11.6%
11
2.0%
10
1.8%
100
18.1%
31
5.6%
38
6.9%
16
2.9%
5
.9%
21
3.8%
8
5%
29
5.3%
551
100.0%

Table 32shows the distribution of convert s across the four groups:




Table 32 The convertsd &Qrogpdistobuton r el i gi ous bel i ef

Group

1 2 3 Total

Protestant Count 14 5 4 26
% within Group 37.8% 83.3% 44.4% 44.8%

No religion/At heist Count 23 1 5 32
% within Group 62.2% 16.7% 55.6% 55.2%

Total Count 37 6 9 58
% within Group 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Converts: 58 respondents, which are in absolute numbers, are converts. 6 of them or
10.3% of all converts are categorised in Group 4, which is a relatively larger share than the
average for the whole population (5.6%). Half of the converts would declare themselvesas
Protestants, the other half atheistsprior to the conversion. These two groups make up the

same share (3 of each) in Group 4. 12 of the converts did so due to marriage to a Muslim,

these respondents make up 12.3% of all respondents in Goup 4. 2 other wnverts in

Group 4 converted due to friendship with Muslims.

Education and Labour Market status are dealt with when testing the hypothesis on int e-
gration (H1) in the next chapter.

The country of birth & Group distribution

Looking at the table below, first of all we observe no indication that whether one is born
in Denmark or abroad play s any role for affiliation with or support for Islamic Radical
worldviews and values . On the contrary; respondents that are categorised in Group 4, and
are born in Denmark, represent a larger share than they should (in accordance with their
representation in the sample).

Table 33 The country of birth & Group distribution

Group

1 2 3 Total

Born in the country of origin ~ Count 290 149 87 555
% within Group 52.6% 49.5% 43.9% 49.9%

Born in Denmark Count 236 127 90 481
% within Group 42.8% 42.2% 45.5% 43.2%

Born in 3rd country Count 25 25 21 77
% within Group 45% 8.3% 10.6% 6.9%

Total Count 551 301 198 1113
% within Group 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 1000%
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These respondents make up 43.2% of the total population, but they make up 44.4% of re-
pondents in Group 4. Respondents that are born in their country of origin, on the other
hand, make up a smaller share of respondents in Group 4 than they should. (They
represent 49.9% of the total population, but 46.0% of respondents in Group 4. The data
also indicates that 10% of respondents in Group 4 have parents that originally come from
Denmark.

Citizenship status & Group distribution

With regard to Citizenship status and Group distribution we find the following pattern:

Table 34 Citizenship status & Group distribution

Group

1 2 3 Total

The country of origin Count 123 72 41 245
% within Group 22.3% 23.9% 20.7% 22.0%

Denmark Count 321 165 120 644
% within Group 58.3% 54.8% 60.6% 57.9%

Both (Denmark and the Count 58 41 18 127
country of origin) % within Group 10.5% 13.6% 9.1% 11.4%

3rd country Count 15 5 3 23
% within Group 27% 1.7% 1.5% 2.1%

None Count 28 17 15 66
% within Group 51% 56% 7.6% 5.9%

No answer Count 6 1 1 8
% within Group 1.1% .3% .5% 7%

Total Count 551 301 198 1113
% within Group 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

The striking finding here is that there is no indication of a negative relationship between
being a Danish national on the one hand and supporting Radical Islamic world view s and
values. On the contrary; we find that those respondents who are citizens of Denmark are
slightly overrepresented in Group 4; those who are supportive of the radical Islamic
world view and values. The finding here is quite consistent with the pattern from before

that showed that the children of immi grants are more supportive of Radical Islam than
their parents. This is also the case among those with dual citizenship, that of Denmark
and that of their country of origin. We also find that those who do not have any formal

citizenship are considerably overrepresented in Group 4; they make up 5.9% of the popu-
lation while they make up 9.5% in Group 4.

Below we investigate whether there is a relationship between disposable income and re-
presentation in Group 4.
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Table 35 Income after tax and rent

& Group distribution

> 0 (Negative income)

Between 04 3.700 kr.

Between 3.700t 6.100 kr.

Between 6.100t 7.200

Between 7.200t 10.000

< 10.000 kr.

Total

Count

% within Group
Count
% within Group
Count
% within Group
Count
% within Group
Count
% within Group
Count
% within Group
Count
% within Group
Count

% within Group

.6%
10
3.2%
107
34.5%
78
25.2%
41
13.2%
25
8.1%
47
15.2%
310

100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Group
3
25% 1.2%
8 1
51% 1.2%
54 31
34.4% 38.3%
35 24
22.3% 29.6%
13 7
8.3% 8.6%
22 9
14.0% 11.1%
21 8
13.4% 9.9%
157 81

Total
8

1.4%
19
3.3%
202
35.0%
143
24.8%
62
10.7%
60
10.4%
83
14.4%
577

100.0%

The data indicates no relationship between income and support for the Radical Islamic
world view. But we observe that the very poor and the very rich (those with the lowest

and highest incomes, are overrepresented in Group 4; respectively. We also observe that
those with a disposable income of between 6.100-7.200Dkr, that could be the middle class
income, are strongly underrepresented in Group 4; they make up 10.4% of the survey
population while their representation in Group 4 is three times lower compared to a cor-
responding representation. Investigating the relation between economic status and repre-
sentation in Group 4 with regard to housing we find the following pattern:

Housing

The majority of respondents in Group 4 (82.6%) are either living at home with their pa r-
ents (54.0%) or are married (28.6%).
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