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Summary

The purpose of my research is to make original contribution to advancing the
relevance oselfc at egor i sation theory (through mani pu
predictingsupportfor digital andphysicalcounterterrormeasuresThefive studieswithin
this thesis feature multultural data from India, Poland, UK and USA. Studi-4382,
M=148,F=234), Study 2N=152,M=59, F=90), Study 3(N=196, M=88, F=109), Study
4(N=94, M=35, F=59), Study 5(N=263, M=99, F=160).Vignette terrorist scenarios were
designedwvith themanipulationof variables suchassuspecgendernationalityandreligious
identity. Selfreport questionnaires examined personality variables, trust in the media, and
trust in authorities. Building on this, further related vignettes cover-gtetaotypes and
different types of threats. The data were analysed via ANOVAS and Standard Multiple
Regressions to examine support for digital and physical counter terror me&slfes.
categorisation theory was partially supported in studies with relation to the suspect presented
in terms of minority religious identity. The study samples from Poland & UK displayed
gender stereotypes in the context of support for more punitive counter terror measures.

Taking a broader muHnational perspective based on the merged international data
into account, the studies make original contribution to the role that social categorisation
(social identities in particular) play in supporting different forms of digital and physical
counterterror measures. Such measures can be made more acceptable to the public by
manipulatingtheterrorsuspecbutgroupnessThis hasimplicationsfor howthe presentation
of such measures could be viewed as stigmat.i
context to be more acceptable by the public, thus indirectly shaping these measures through

democratic voting.



Declaration
| declare that this thesis has been composed entirely by myself and that it has not been
submittedjn wholeor in part,in any previousapplicationfor adegree Exceptwherestates

otherwise by reference or acknowledgement, the work presented is entirely my own.

Acknowledgements

| would like to thankMarek Palace Stephanikewley, andJacquelin@Vheatcroft for their
support and patience during this research thesis process. | have not been the easiest of
studentgo supervisalueto unplannegersonalssuesA yearof time awayfrom studyand

then the subsequent slow pace | have exhibited whilst transitioning to a major life change

must have been tedious to say the least.

| owe a massive amount of appreciation to my family for the time they have given me to
finish this bodyof work andthe unwaveringoelieftheyhaveheldthat! couldcompleteit,

despite my motivation not being quite what it originally was.



Contents

1100 (3 Tod 1 o] o PP TTOPPOTRT 6
Chapterl LOOKING INTO COUNTERTERRORMEASURES..........ccccceo it 9
1.1 DefiniNg EXTremMiSM& TOITOMISIML. .....vuuueiiiiieeee e e e e e e eeeese s s e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeeesaeensaeeaeaeeaeeeeesessnssnnnnns 9
1.2Whatdo CounterTerrorMeasurednNVOIVE?...........oooiiiiiiiiiiiiieees s eeensseeeeeeees 13
1.3Why aresomedigital andphysicalcounterterrormeasuresontroversial?..............ccccceeuuee 19
Chapte2 FACTORSASSOCIATEDWITH ATTITUDES TOTERROR SUSPECTS............ 23
2.1 Whatrole might self-categorisation theorglayin attitudeso terrorSuspects?..........c.c.u...... 23
2.2 Whatrole mightthe nationalidentity play in suchattitudesto terrorsuspects?..................... 26
2.3 Whatrole mightreligiousidentity play in attitudesto terrorsuspects?...........cccevvvvvvvvvvvreaeen. 30
2.4Whatrole mightdifferenttypesof evidence playn attitudesto terrorsuspects?................... 33
2.5 Whats therole of gendelin punitiveattitudesto suspectghargedwith violence?................ 35

2.6 Whatdoesthetheoryof beliefin justworld tell usaboutattitudesowardsterror suspects?....39
2.7 Whatdoesright-wing authoritarianism telisaboutattitudesto terrorsuspects?................... 41
2.8 Whatis theassociatiorbetweerthe needfor closureandattitudesowards terror suspects?.43

2.9 Whatdo theoriesof paranoiaell usaboutattitudestowardsterrorsuspects?..............ccceeun... 45
2.10 Whatdo mortality salienceandtheresultingterrormanagemertheorytell usabout
attitudes tOWArdS tEITOI SUSPECES?Z......uuiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt e e 46
Chapter 3 Studyl: Regressiomodelspredictingattitudeso individualandgroupterror suspects
facing circumstantial and directly implicating evidence...............cccccevvimmmrneieiciiiiiiiee 51
O I 1Y 010 1 g[S PP PPPPPP 51
G 372 |V =1 T T 51
G TR B =2 | USRS 53
3.4 SUMMAIYDISCUSSION . ....utttttititeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeesee ettt ettt e eeeeeeeaaa s s s ammme e e e e e e e e e s easaaansnneabbnnnsssaannnnnnne 67
Chaptedd THE ROLE OF MEDIA IN ATTITUDES TOWARDS TERRORISM.................... 69
4.1 Howdoesthe mediashapeoerceptiorof terrorsuspectandcounterterrorism?..................... 69
4.2 Study2 Themediarolein predictingattitudeso individualandgroupterror suspects facing
circumstantial andirectly implicating evidence..............cccccooiiiiieeciiiiiiieeeeeeeie A 2
4.3 HYPOTNESES ... .ottt e ettt bbbttt ettt e e e e e e e e e e s ammmt et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e aaa e 72
VY 1 Voo SRS 73
Y TS U RRRTS 75
4.6 SUMMAIYDISCUSSION. ....ttttiieis e e e e e e e e et e eeeeeaa e e e e e e e e e e et e e e eeeeattnaeeeeaaeeeeeeeeessbsssnnnn s ammmeeeeessnnnnns 103
Chapter 5 TRUST IN AUTHORITIES AND ATTITUDES TOWARDS TERRORISM......... 106

5.1 How doestrustin authoritiesshapeour perceptiorof terrorsuspectandcounterterrorism?.106
5.2 Study3: Therole of trustin authoritiesn predictingattitudesto individualand group terror



suspects facingircumstantial and directly implicating evidence............ccccevvvvviieenneeenn. 109

RG] o Y/ 01011 1TSS 109
ST V1= 1 T Yo PSP PERPR 110
D D RESUILS. ...ttt ettt e e e e e e et ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e nnannne s 112
5.6 SUMMAIYDISCUSSION.....cceviveiiituneiiaesseeeeeetesanas s e e e e e e aeeessamamsaaassaaaaaaaaaeeeseeeessrnnnaaaaeeseeeees 140
Chaptet6 THE ROLESOFNATIONAL AND RELIGIOUSIDENTITIES & SUBSEQUENT
METASTEREOTYPING... .ot e e e eme e e et e e e e e e eansmnneeeees 143
6.1 Why do nationalandreligiousidentitieSmatter?...............ooooooiiiiimmmn e 143
6.2 WhydoesmetastereotypiNgMAtter?.............vuuuuiiiiie s it e e e e e e e e e e arenren e e e e e e e e eaeaaes 148

6.3 Studyd: Theimpactof metastereotypesn supporfor digital andphysicalcounter terror
measures against individual and greugpects facing circumstantial and directly implicating

L2V [o [T [ =P S P TP TTRRPPRI 150
6.4 HYPOTNESES. ...ttt e e e eeeea e s e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e s aeeesasaeeaaeaeeeeeeeesseannnen 150
G301/ =3 1T To 1RO EPR ST 150
5.6 RESUITS ... ..ttt ceee et e e e e ert ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e s s s e s rmnne e e e e e e e e e e n e anrrr e b e annnnas 152
6.7 SUMMANDISCUSSION ... ittt i e eeeieieeeeeee et eeee e e e e e ettt e e eeae e e mmmeeeeesseee s e e e e e e e emnnsnnnnn s 158
Chapter7 THE ROLEOF EXISTENTIAL THREATS......co o 159
7.1 WhydoesexistentialthreatMatter?...........ooviiii e 159

7.2 Study 5: The impact of existential threats on support for digital and physical emurdger
measureagainsindividual andgroupsuspect$acingcircumstantial and directly implicating

L2370 L= o Vo =SSR 161
7.3 HYPOTNESES......eiiiiieeeee ettt 161
74/ =1 o o 161
7D RESUILS. ...ttt eeee ettt e e e e e e eeat ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e amnnr e e e e e e e e e annnnnnrrrrrrannnnns 163
7.6 SUMMANYDISCUSSION.......eiiiieiieiiettti s immreeeee s e e e e e e e e e smam s s e e e aeeaeaeeeeeesesrnnnaaaaaaaeeeees 175
Chaptel8 GENERALDISCUSSION.......cciiitiiiiiieeiciitieeetiiee e e e e seitree e e e e ssimnessaeee e e e s annnnneeeeas 177
8.1 Summananddiscussiorof thefiNndiNgS...........ooii e, 177
8.2 Directionsfor fULtUrErESEAICH. ......cooi et 195
REIEIENCES. ...ttt e e e e e eeena e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eanane s 198
e o 10 250



Introduction

The current research examines the rolselffcategorisation in the prediction of support for

both digital and physical counter terror measures. To date, research literature regarding
categorisation of self and how this relates to our acceptance of terrorism measures is limited
(Galovaetal.,2018).In addition,research regardirggtitudesowardsthosesuspectedr
chargedwith terrorism offences is scant (Piazza, 2015; Phillips, 2020).

Thepr ocess of social categorisation involywv
age, alongsidether demographics such as occupation, social status, sexual orientation or
political viewpoint (Absher & Cloutier, 2016). However, the way in which we categorise
ourselves, seltategorisation, gives heightened emphasis to attitudes we hold about our
ingroup.A sensef belongingthroughreligiousor nationalaffiliation for examplewhichin
turn can then be used to assess an outgroup (Felipe, 2023).

Environment or situational influences can affect-saliegorisation and the way in
which we portray our ingroup. Media for example predicts the way we view ourselves and
our affiliation groups (Trepte & Loy, 2017). Additionally, medtereotypes perceived
regarding our ingroup can influence the way we present our attitudes and opinions, to be
viewedin afavourablevay (Sheng& Ren,2022). The combinationof theseeffectson our
attitudes to those suspected of terrorist offences has gained relatively little research focus,
presenting a gap that this thesis aims to address.

Personality traits and political opinion have been researched with regards to terrorism
(e.g,Van Assche& Diercks,2021).in termsof terroristactorsandreactionto terroristevents.
However, a combined breadth of such variables contained in this current research has not
previously been examined

Since 2016the challenges of immigration across Europe have increased. So too has

thenationalistrhetoricthatintertwinessocietalproblemsncludingterrorismthreatwith this
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dilemma(Robinson& Roy, 2024).Thecurrentresearcltombiningthesehemedrom a

multi-cultural viewpoint is both timely and relevant.

Owing to the real time applicability and relevance of the societal issues inferred
in the study scenarios presented to participants, it was imperative that ethical issues
were fully considered. Before participant recruitment commetieethics
application, including details @onfidential, safe data storageclusioncriteria,
gathering of informed consent, debrief augbport for participants if so requireglas

fully approved by University of Liverpool Joivio o r Ethic €ommittee.
As the thesis progresses chapters are designed to introduce variables used in the

studies giving an overview and rationale for the reaResearctstudieswhere these
variables have been used will be discussed and critiqued, leadingrazching

hypothess within each of the five studies.

Chapter Iprovides the reader with clarity on the variance between the terms
extremism and terrorism. This can often be an issue when defining activism as these
terms are used interchangeably and sometimes not appropriately. An agreed working
definition of terrorism for the purpose of this research will be discussed. Counter terror
measures currently used and why these can present as controversial concludes this

chapter.
Chapter 2 Presents each of the variables used within the first research study.

Reasons why these variables are appropriate to select and how they influence a
personds attitude t o dhefirgtstudpisadlssihcluded spect ar e
within this chapter, concluding with a summary discussion of results.

Chapter Jresents Study 1 in its entirety with a summary discussion to conclude.
Chapter 4examines the role of media and how consumption of different types of media

may be able to predict perception of acceptable counter terror measures used against terrorist



suspects. Also addressed is the variance of media consumption style dependent on age. The
chapter ends with study 2 being presented with a summary discussion of results.
Chapter5 focuses on trust in authorities, examining whether higher or lower levels of
trust can predict a participantés acceptance of
towards a terrorist suspect, in both detectionedence gatheringfter arest. Study 3
concludes this chapter with associated summary discussion of results.
Chaptebconsi ders the influence of meta stereotyp
Critique regarding the level of influence this may have on lowering a punitive attitude towards a
terrorist suspect from an outgroumpi®vided Study 4, which was limited to just UK and USA
participants (regarding jury style court proceedings) brings this chapter to a close, with a
summary discussion of results.
Chapter7 contains the final theory examined within the thesis, existential threat
mortality salience and the associated concept of terror management #ireerplanation
regarding how this may influence participants acceptance of digital and physical counter terror
measures towards a terrorist suspect is included. The chapter concludes with presentation of the
fifth study, and summary discussion of results.
The significance of this thesis, implications and suggestions for possible future research
are addressed in the final Chaf@eResults from each study (both merged and speculative

individual country data) are fully discussed.



Chapter 1 LOOKING INTO COUNTER-TERROR MEASURES

1.1 Defining Extremism & Terrorism

This chapter provides clarity on the variance between the terms extremism

and terrorism. This can be an issue when defining activism as these teofisrare

seen as equivalent, which is not the cAseagreed working definition of terrorism

for the purpose of this research will be discusSedhsequently, an introduction is

given to ounter terror measures currently ugeterms of each country included in

the study and in a general context. Finalymeconsideration regardinghy these

measuresould be perceived as controversial

It is often the case in the mainstream media that the terms extremism and terrorism

areusedinterchangeablyalthougheachof thetermspossessesvarieddefinition. The
variance in definition is due to factaassociated with the definer. These factors can range
from political nature, value system, ideology, lived experience and political goal (Sotlar,
2004).Definitionsusedseealterationfrom countryto countryandis likely to beareactionary

process (Siddique & Gecsoyler, 2024).

Extremism is predominantly employed in a political or religious context when
referring to an ideology that is measured by the commentator to be far outside of the
conventional attitudes in society (Kruglanski et al, 2021). It is a complex phenomenon to
define and considered to be one of the most contentious issues on the political arena as it
remains for many, due to ite@mplexity,a poorly understood societal problem (Cassam,
2021). In itssimplestform, it can belefinedasbeliefs oractivities that areutsideof the
norm (Benjamin et al, 2021lowevert he nor mé6 can be probl ematic
term.Theprocesof determiningd t @ r reliésonthed | a b érawingon tbeir own past

experiences, moralgalues, and quite often political standpoint (Bartoli, 2003).

For example, a violent extremist act can be perceived as honourable by one group,



they may view it as dbrceatdédm Cobghersegby, eveéeh
sameactasimmoral, an acbf terrorandthusé a 43 t ic iA adefGlexampleof this variance

in perception, driven by the Ol abellerd and
possibly best il l ustrat e goliticaytimeliheeHghragessenlr y o f
from peaceful protests on behalf of the African National Congress Party (ANC) in the form

of strikes or public service boycotts, to violent activism in the name of the ANC. A shift in

tactics against apartheid was defended by Mandela in an interview where he explained tha
6fhear med struggl e was f or(Waaman,@018).U'kis waswitt he gov
reference to the Sharpeville massacre in 1960 where the lives of 69 black protesters were

taken by the South African police. Large sections of black South African society viewed

Mandela as a freedom fighter. In contrast, the South African government and indeed
government®f othercountriegperceivedviandelato beaterrorist.A crimefor whichhe

was incarceratefibor almost30 yearsonly to beelectedPresidentf SouthAfrica upon his

release and peacefully end apartheid in his country.

The power status of groups has a great influence on the perception of extremism and
the degree or typef violence engaged (Kunst & Obaidi, 20208)embers of dower power
group(e.g. political activists) areften viewed as extreme when compared to similar actions
carried out by a higher power group (e.g. government) who advocate the maintenance of the
status quo (Henry, 2015). In terms of violence, lower power groups are often more likely to
employviolencein adirect,intermittentform, for examplesuicidebombings Whereasnore
dominant groups use either structural or institutionalised forms of violence such as covert
tortur e, police brutality (Col eendhunc &t Bamd ol i
centres |l abelled as o6vocational educational
Camps in the region of Xinjiang are reportedly used to combat extremism amongst ethnic
Muslim Uighurs who have historically resided in the area for decades. The Chinese state

arguethatattendancatthesecentreds voluntary,althoughtherearereportsthatfamiliesare
10



being separated and conditions within the camps are oppressive (BBC, 2019).

The termTerrorismderived from the late 18th century during the French revolution,
its originsbeingfromé t e r r theFreachmerd for terror (Educationfor Justice2018).A
social construct, determined by people dependent on their individual social and political
realities (Schmid, 2013). There has been no universal agreement on the definition of

terrorism (Sanger & Williamson, 2009). Governments and legal establishments have been

reluctant to agree upon a legally binding definition largely due to the term being both
politically and emotionally loaded (White, 2016). Experts disagree on many aspects whilst
strugglingto reacha consensusn adefinition. Theydisagreeon whetherit shouldbedefined

in terms of; its aims, its methods, both peither (Schmid, 2023). Definitions vary widely in

their approach

For the purpose of this researtiie European Union (2015) provides a
comprehensive definitiqihat the terrorist aims are to achieve any of the following: to
seriously intimidate a population, destabilise or destroy a political, constitutional, economic
or social structure of a country or international organisatdithin the study vignettes
presented to participants, group affiliation on behalf of the terrorist suspect is not mentioned.
Therefore, the inference is that they are a lone actor, although this is not specifically

highlighted.

Those identified or labelled as terrorists by others rarely identify themselves as such
and typically use other, more favourable terms which are more specific to their situation;
Separatisti-reedonFighter,Revolutionary Militant, Guerrilla,Rebel Jihadi,Mujahedeeror
Fedayeen (Silke, 2003). Although there is much disagreement onearcaihpassing
characterisatiofor theactof terrorism,theconnotatiorof thetermis universallyagreedo
be overtly negative. Use of the term implies that a moral judgement has been passed

(Hoffman, 1998). Nevertheless, there continues to be lively debate concerning the term,
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accordingly it has been suggested that we can agree that terrorism is a problem, but we

cannot agree on what terrorism is (Cooper, 2011).

An exhaustive list of terrorist offences is detailed in the EU Directive 2017/541 on
combattingterrorismand theGlobal TerrorismDatabas€2022) wherenformationhasbeen
collected on terrorist events around the world since 1970. To date, they store over 200,000
cases of terrorism (bombings, assassinations, and kidnappings) on the database, which
encompassicidentsin the United Statesof Americaandinternationally,up to andincluding

the year 2020.

Organisationgdentified asbeingactivein terrorismto furthertheir objectivesnclude
nationalist groups, religious groups and revolutionaries (Gaibulloev et al, 2020). Ruling
governments being groupedsaghis a contentious issue. However, international
organisations have observed that violence perpetrated during the act of counter terror
operations can be argued to be as significant as the act of the original terrorism, it has been
commented that it becomes hard to distinguish between the level of impact the terrorist act

has on society in comparison with the act of eliminating the threat (Jawad, 2020).

Governments prefer teamanemmead &ntvitodremdr iporhiasd
(Mashrig& Mahjar,2018).However,manyvictims of governmentbasedviolencewould

attest that government repression is terrorism (Bjorgo, 2005).

An example of such contention regarding government terrorism can be evidenced
with recent events pertaining to the Ukraine/Russia war. Ukraine fdedeaccusing Russia
of funding terrorism towards their country prior to the invasion in 2022 (HouSemmons,
2023).Kyiv claimedthat Moscowfundedseparatistebelsin EasternJkrainebeforethefully
fledged Russian invasion of 2022 (Vock, 2024). There have also been reports to suggest that
Russianwartacticshaveinvolved TemporaryOperationalGroupoccupyingbuildingsin each

captured town and creating a facility to detain and commit torture of citizens (Watling et al,
12



2023) This is in direct contravention of the United Nations 1949 Geneva Convention (United

Nations 2023).

In January2024,the InternationalCourtof Justice(ICJ), rejectecthe caseon the groundsthat
cash transfers are the only means of support recognised under the terms of the International
Convention on Terrorism Financing (1999). Provision of the means to carry out acts of
terrorism such as weapons and training camps do not fall under this remit (Tamada, 2024).
As aresult, thealleged weaponrgupplyand trainingof armedgroupsfell out of thescope
of thelCJ. Forcontextpart 3of the UK GovernmeniTerrorismAct (UK Government2000)
suggestshatthe offenceof terroristfinancingincludesprovidingfundsor propertyfor the purpose
of terrorism. This further emphasises the ambiguity of clarity, definition and legislation which

surrounds the term terrorism.

1.2What do Counter Terror Measuresinvolve?

One of the principal official duties of
of its citizens, offering a certain sense of safety and security within which they can continue
with their daily lives (Tan, 2022). After the terrorist incident widely referred to as 9/11 in
2001, terrorist threat in UK, USA and allied countries escalated (Eaahdrot & Al, 2014)
and there became a growing interest not only in strengthening national security with efforts
directed against organisations or regimes identified by domestic intelligence agencies
(History.com, 2019), but also attention to international liaisonlésection and prevention of
terroristincidents(Kilic, 2022). Counterterrormeasuresanbedividedinto two areadligital

and physical.

Digital - The rapid evolution of digital technology has created greater risks and
challengedor counterterroragenciesTerroristorganisationsiavebecomeluentin theuse

of this technology, with theternet an established platform for distribution of propaganda
13



material, and an area to radicalise vulnerable people. The wide reach of global technology

also enables planning and execution of attacks remotely, the use of encryption and

cryptocurrency facilitates@éb et adar 6 approach (Kumar, 2019) .
terrorpolicing employsthe useof surveillanceechnology.This canincludeawide rangeof

technologies from wiretaps gahone linegboth land and more regularly mobile
smartphonesygronefootage extensiveCCTV surveillancdrom a plethora ofocationsand

interception of internet activity from laptop, smartphone smdrt TV(Cayford & Pieters,

2018).

Physicali These are hard measures employed to prevent the continued activity of a
suspected or convicted terrorist (Buxton 2018). They can include a determined detention in a
correctional facility/institution or by using a sesgcure/monitored residential arrangement
as observed through the Terrorist Preventative Investigative Measures (TPIMs) system in the
UK (Blackbourn & Morgan, 2019). Some physical measures also include means of
interrogationthroughmovemento anundisclosedacility, threatsor physicalencouragement

such as methods reportedly used in facilities like Guantanamo Bay (Zarrugh, 2019).

Theabovedigital andphysicalmeasuresustbe supportedy legislationagreedy
governments (at least formally). These have evolved in a variety ofdeggsndingn the
country in questions and the perceived threats experienced by them (RenardA202dts
of these measures will be discussed in context to each of the countries included in the five

studies within this thesis.

The Indian contex

The countries main terrorist threat comes from two directions, cross border terrorism
involving KasmirandJammuandwider Islamicinsurgencystatisticsstatethatof | n d 608 6 s
states over a third have been affected by terrorist activity (Ahluwalia, 2022). In 2008 Indian

Parliament passed the National Investigation Agency Act which allowed the investigation of
14



terrorism overseas. This wasaid detection of Islamic insurgency for example

involvement of Tamil terrorist groups after the-Bainkan attacks through growimng-
operationwith U.S intelligence (Smith, 2022). Since 20hé&nyterror attacks withitndia
havebeenperpetratedby CrossborderKashmirterrorcellsandthose whdave allegiance

with Maoist political ideology (Ahluwalia, 2022). This led to an amendment in 2019 to the
Unlawful Activities Prevention Act of 1967, which allowed individuals to be identified as
terrorists as opposed to group identification (U.S Det. Of State, 2019). During this year India
also became a founder member of the Global Counter Terrorism Forum and further

increased its coperation with the U.S.A (U.S Dept of Sate, 2019).

The Polish context

After the Russian governance of Polamtled in 1989 there was a period of political
unrest that evidenced terror activities aimed at mainly governmental targets this began to
decrease towards the |l ate 19906s (Szabo, 200
recorded terror incidents, since then the six incidents on record involve internal ideologies of
antrimmigration, anarchy, and conspiracy theorists (University of Maryland, 2022). During
2009,asareactionto the United Nationscriminalisingof fighterstravellingabroado partake
in the planning, training and commitment of terrorist acts, the Polish government reviewed
legal regulations on combatting terrorism in the country. A Task Force was created in 2015
which updated existing legal powers resulting in updates to processing air passenger data
through border control and tightened background checks for aviation employees. This

became law in 2019 (Cichomski & ldzikowskdezak, 2022).
The UK context

While the main terror threat experienced
involving Northernlrelandpolitical issuessawthe negotiationof the GoodFriday Agreement

in 1998 leading to a descalation of terror attacks and tPevisionallRA officially
15



declaringaforma#¢ nd t o its campaign in 2005. More re

by a growing terroristhreatin responsé¢o 9/11andtheinvasionof AfghanistanThis

encouraged he government to develop and | aunch a
in 2003.
The strategy is divided intofosre ct i ons, referred to as the

PursueProtectandPrepargdCoppock& McGovern,2014).Sincethelaunchof this strategy,
probl ems arose concerning the interpretation
with the professional <agkocy staff which ledaasentetimes ovi si
divisive decisions promoting perceptions of lack of inclusion and bias towards Muslim

ethnicity in educational institutions (Sc@@aumann & Perfect, 2021).

The subsequent London bombings on 7th July 2005 led to the updating of Terrorism
Act 2000. The revised Act (2006) called for stronger powers of detention for terrorism
suspectsvithout chargeraisedfrom 14 daysasdetailedin the Criminal JusticeAct (2003)to
28 days. Iraddition, new powers are contained under Section 47a of the Terrorism Act,
which allows police forces to stop and search suspects when they have reasonable suspicion
an act of terrorism will take place. Ports and airports were also issued with strengthened

border controls and heightened technology to impseaveening of vehicles and passengers.

During 2017,the UK experiencedeveraliolentattackg\WestminsterMarch2017,
Manchester, May 2017, London Bridge & Finsbury Park, June 2017, Parsons Green,
September 2017) in which UK security services stated Isldm&sts e d t err or i sm as

largest national security concern (Rhodes, 2019).

These attacks were followed from 2019 onwards, by an increased level efinght
referrals through PREVENT a counter terrorism strategy that was introduced within the

CounterTerrorismandSecurityAct 2015.1t stateghatthereis a statutoryduty on authorities
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suchashealth,educationpoliceandlocal authoritiesto havefi d wegardto the needto

prevent people from being drawn into terror.i

Over the recent years, the terrorist threat previously viewed as majority Islamic now
began to shift towards an equal force between this andwiglgt extremism. Counter
terrorismpolicing proposehatthethreathasgrownandevolved,displayingaworrying trend
of young and impressionable youth in their early teens engaging irvigtattack

planning. Additionally, sharing and downloading terrorist material (Davies & Davies, 2023).

The USA context

The9/11terrorattackwasthefirst recordednternationakctof terrorismin the USA
since a previous attack on the World Tr&bntrein 1993 (Hartig & Doherty, 2021).
Historically the USA experienced a bias towards natiterabr incidents, 75% of the 335
terror incidents reported between 1980 and 2000 being domestic in nature (Wilber, 2019).
The most prominent legislation instigated by the Bush administration immediately after
0609/116 was the O6USA Patriot Actd. This was i
thecountry.Oppositionto the Act raisedconcerngegardingpowersof indefinite detentionof
immigrants, permission for law enforcement to search property without the consent or
knowledge of occupants and the expanded use of National Security Letters to allow Federal
Bureau Investigators powers to searahail, telephone, and financial records without the

need for a court order (Wilber, 2019).

This Act expiredin June 201%nd wageplacedoy the USAFreedomAct (2015).
The new legislation closely mirrors its predecessor, with the exception of the National
SecurityAgenciesability to collectphoneandinternetmetadataenmassilt is nowalegal
requirement to obtain permission from a federal courtaiqyeted investigation of any

particular individuals. This was in part a r
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Snowdera previousNationalSecurityAgencyemployedeakedgovernmentocumentshat
revealed an indiscriminate global surveillance system sanctioned by the USA Patriot Act

(American Civil Liberties Union, 2024).

An alternative physical countéerrorism strategy employed by the United States
government during the 6War on dpgiestodghed was
unlawful transfer of suspects from one territory to another which usually does not have laws
that prohibit the use of physical abuse i
2008 the UK government acknowledged that UK airspace and overseas territory had been
used to accommodate the act of extraordinary rendition. This was further confirmed in 2009
when the UK government admitted that it had been complicit in acts of extraordinary
renditionfrom Iraqto Afghanistan An enquirywasannouncedn 2010,only to behaltedand

unreported by 2012 (libertyhumanrights.org.uk, 2019).
The general context

On an international scale, the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) collect,
analyseandsharanformationbetweermemberstatesregardingheassessmermf potential
terrorist threat (NATO, 2023). Modern counterrorism measures such as Artificial
Intelligence are a dependable tool but not assailable (Turchin & Deckenberger, 2018). They
are dependent on robust and informed assessment of threat levels, timely sharing of this
informationandanagreedmethodof reactionto thesethreatshighlighted. Thigs bothonan

international and national level (Walsh, 2006).

Most recently of note is the failure of the Isrd@éfence Force to predict, intervene
andpreventtheattackon IsraeliKibbutz on October7™", 2023.Israelsintelligenceagencyhad
obtained a document a year before the attack that outlined a planned invasion containing

sensitive information regarding Israels military capacity and locations of weaponry. After
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reviewandawarningfrom a separaténtelligenceunit thattrainingappearedo be underway,

the document was deemed to be an unlikely Hamas plan (Ofira, 2024) Widea$eteaid
regardinghebreachinto Israelby Hamaswith aslow reactiontime from the Israeliarmyhas

been partially blamed upon an over reliance on technology by agencies. Although a unit of
soldiers had reported changes in behavioural movements in a section of the Gaza strip close
to where the attack took place, their warnings were ignored by senior military personnel
(Salhani, 2023). Omar Ashour a professor of military studies commented that intelligence
gathering on a comprehensive level requires several sources of information to be analysed.
Humanintelligenceremainscritical despite¢echnologicabdvancement&Goldfarb&

Lindsay, 2022).

1.3Why are somedigital and physical counter-terror measurescontroversial?
Theuseofcountarer r or measures i s andekexastaegyNATO, as p e
2024). However, their use remains a controversial subject which undergoes regular scrutiny and
speculation fronsocial justiceorganisationgCouncil of Europe, 2024When a country is faced
with terrorist threat the fundamental freedoms that are restricted to combat further attacks pose a
serious threat to the human rights and democracy within that country. Hasty reactions by

governments often fail to consider their impact on human r{@msesty International, 2018).

Digital measures employed to counter terror plots can range from general surveillance
with CCTV camerasmassmediadataretrieval(oftenreferredto asdatagrab), to a more
pointed approach involving monitoring of a particular individuals mobile or electronic
devices (Cayford & Pieters, 2018). Artificial Intelligence (Al) has enhanced the capability to
undertake surveillance without traditional constraints. For example, facial recoguaitilzh
enablethe completeautomatiorof CCTV in public placesn thevery near future

(McKendrick, 2019).
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Oneof thecriticismsof thesemeasuress thatresultshavenot beeneffectivelydistributed
amongst intelligence agencies leading to gagailures in shared information. This became
evident after criticism within reports by barrister David Anderson concerning the
Westminster, Manchester Arena, London Bridge and Finsbury Park Mosque attacks in 2017.
Anderson called for a greater emphasis ogeration between intelligence agencies

(Weaver, 2023)

In response to this rhetoric, a new Counter Terrorism Operations Centre (CTOC) was
opened in central London during 2021. Work from this centre was observed in 2023, when
escapederroristDaniel Khalife wasre-capturedollowing a co-ordinatedoperationfrom the
centre, where cutting edge technology provided access to facial recognition from CCTV
camera networks, phone tracking and interception. Less than 75 hours after his escape

Khalife was arrested and returned to prison (Weaver, 2023).

While the use of coordinated digital public surveillance was successful, there are
concerns that digital measures erode citizens fundamental rights and liberties. This level of
securitisation has been normalised, and the creep of evermore intrusive and authoritarian
measures thenameof public securityappearso betoleratedSkoczylis& Andrews,2021).
|l ndeed, despite this high | evel of security
nottheconveni ence of institutionsd (Weaver, 202
sensef lostautonomyasour freedomof expressiongdemocraticddebateandprivacyin terms
of personaktonversationandfreedomof movemenwithout question(Scoczylis& Andrews,

2021) is undermined.

Thisis notjustaproblemin the UK, butacrosgheglobe.In the USA public concern
over how the government uses digital surveillance data has risen to over 70% since 2019.
Indeed, two thirds of American adulidmit to understanding very little about what is

happeningvith their personatlataandwhatit is beingusedfor (PewResearctCentre,2023)
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Polandhasalsoseemanincreasen thelevel of public surveillanceandamendmentso
laws that allow this. 12015, the Law & Justice Party won the general election (having been
in opposition for many years) and immediately began an overhaul of data surveillance
(Gabrowskavioroz & Sniadach, 2021)By 2020, Polish democratic decisions were being

guestioned by European bodies (Parliamentary Assembly of the Councill of Europe, 2020).

Forexamplethelist of crimesthatjustified the useof wiretappingor recordingof
telephone conversations was largely expanded to include for example suspected failure to

report a crime, which in the overview of criminality falls short of a crime (Rojszczak, 2021)

Likewise, India has undergone a similar rise in digital surveillance measures
increasingly since approximately 2013. The shift to mass digitalisation and facial recognition
technology stemming from new Atrtificial Intelligence capabilities has become-a cost
effective means to monitor and control public behaviour by the Indian state (Chakrabarti &
Sanyal 2020).The COVID pandemiaffordedthe Indiangovernmentandindeedothers)the
means to introduce the need for public heal't
other public behaviours (Mahapatra, 2021). This served to increase the incidence of human

rights violations, particular for those who araditionally marginalised (Mahapatra, 2021).

Problematic physical counter terror measures involve indefinite detention,
extraordinary rendition and tactics to elicit information from a suspect whilst being held in
captivity. The US indefinite detention facility at Guantanamo and the treatment of prisoners
held there comes under constant human rights questioning and court cas€a\ithibrne,
2021). Although the detention facility is under US jurisdiction, reports indicate that this
policy was delivered with the assistance of a network of demoearadicordemocratic
countries. Such as designed to circumvent both domestic and international accountability. A
flight carrying detainees could have O0touch

various airspaces before arriving at its destination. Britain, although denyolgement,
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werecomplicitin thisarrangementurtherevidencealthoughon amuchmoretentativelevel
points at involvement through Polish airspace where the flight destinations were unspecified

(Mazzei & Nelson, 2020)

The differing nature of extremism and terrorism have been introduced, followed by
measures used to counter these threats explained and placed into context for each study
country. A discussion regarding the controversy that surrounds some of these digital and
physical measures has also been provided. Moving forwards conversation turns to factors that
may influence attitudes held towards terror suspects themselves, and why it is appropriate to

examine these within this research study.
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Chapter 2 FACTORS ASSOCIATED WITH ATTITUDES TO TERROR

SUSPECTS

Chapter Qoresentghe theory of seltategorisation, aneach of thgersonality
and demographicariables used withithe design of Study. Rationale forwhy these
variables are appropriate to selectand howthayi nf | uence a personé6s at

terrorist suspect are examined.

2.1What role might self-categorisation theoryplay in attitudes to terror suspects?

SeltCategorisatio heory(Turner,1987),derivedasanextensiorof socialidentity
theory (Tajfel & Turner, 1979), explains the process whereby people create cognitive
representations of themselves and other individuals, which are badétemnt social
groups and dependent on the given context. The theory suggests that people attribute social
categories to themselves, and others based upon characteristics that are made prominent.
However, the prominence of certain characteristics is also reliant on the attitudes and
emotions of theategoriser. Although social identity theory (Tajfel & Turner, 1979) and self
categorisation theory (Turner, 1987) both emphasise the importance of in and out group bias,
self-categorisation theory (Turner, 1987) places a heavier focus on intragroup bias and
attitudes that surround the forming of sedtegorisation. It is further proposed that the
relianceof intragroupperspectiven the processf self-categorisatiomlemandshatthegroup
in question and the image of oneself must be considered as aligned and uniform, further
emphasising an accepted O0typebd that resides
of individuals. This uniformity process will also be applied when assessing an outgroup
(Felipe, 2023).

Individualistic and collectivist culture{C) governs group identification and
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membership at two ends ospectrum. Théndividualistic cultureaccepts that warepart of
many varied groups and can change allegiances often. Conversely the collectivist culture
makes a stronger distinction between in and outgroups emphasising the preference for
possessinfew ingroupsanddisplayingstrongloyalty andallegianceo theseg(Parkes2000).
The relationship behaviours governed By tomparison suggest that in both cultures the
closerin socialdistancepeopleare,themorelikely theyareto displayassociativdbehaviours

such as support and kindness, in contrast dissociative conflict behaviours are constant

regardles®f socialdistancan individualistic culturesbut moreaggressivéehavioutis
displayed to outgroups in the collectivist culture (Triandis et al, 1990).

In terms of bias towards terrorist categorisation, Dougez et al. (2022), found that
people are more influenced by their i ngroup
testechow Frenchparticipantgerceivederroristsuspectén ahypotheticakcenariovia their
ethnicity and gender. Suspects were either French or North African ethnicity. Variables
consideredverestereotypesttributedto terrorsuspectemotionsexperiencedby participant,
perceived level of threat given to suspect, and proposed severity of sentence recommended
for suspect. Results indicated that male suspects of North African ethatziyed the
harshest judgement.

Thepresentatiof Frenchvs North African ethnicitywithin the Dougezetaal., (2022)
study, appear egdr otuop 6a chtiiavsa tteo wvaanr dési na r ai sed t
place this threat into context, since the 0C
has become the most affected European country for sustained Islamist terror activity with
over 40 terror incidents to date (Reynie, 2021). The social categorisation effect evidenced in
the Dougez et al,. (2022) study, may have derived from the countries experience of targeted
terror by Islamist actors. Therefore, it could be suggested that the relationship between group
membership and domain is a significant moderator of social categorisation effects.

Ingroup and outgroup dynamic can be a contributing factor to the process of applying
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a Oterrorist | abel 6. D6Orazio and Salehyan (
label was more readily applied to Arab Americans and members of militant groups than to

White Americans. Additionally, their motivation for violence was attributed differently

dependent on wheth#re perpetrator was Arab or White. In turn different policies to address

this violence were favoured dependent on ethnicity or affiliation. Their experiment involved

six scenariosandomlyassignedo participantgegardingafailed armedattack.Thescenarios
involvedavaried combinatiof ethnicityandgroupaffiliation. ResultssuggestedhatArab

ethnicity and Islamist grouaffiliation significantly increased the incidence of labelling the

armed attack as an act of terrorism. Participants were more likely to categorise Whites or
members of White Supremaci st groups as Omass
illness.FurthermoreArab ethnicityincreasedgupportfrom participantdor punitivecounter

terrorism policies.

Available |Iiterature regarding o6terrorist
limited. In turntheeffectof thisonthep u b | perceptisn®f the security environmerdnd
their subsequent security preferences, refer
(Baele,2018).Thus,furtherresearchn this areawouldimproveappreciatiorandawareness
regarding the role thabcial categorisation has within the wider perspective of the general
publicbébs perception of terrorist threat.

The effect of selcategorisation theory (Turner, 1987) is measured in all the five
experiments within the current study. The presence of national and religious identity of
terroristsuspectsvithin thevignettespresentedo participantsencouragethemto undergo
the cognitive process of salategorisation. Subsequently, this is applied to their level of
acceptance for both digital and physical counter terror measures.

Currently, there is an absence of quantitative literature regarding attitudes towards
counter terror measures in general pertaining directly to the effect -aiasetforisation

theory (Turner, 1987), meaning it is not <cl e
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can shape the support for digital and physical cotteteor measures. Research papers

rai sing the idea of a d6ésuspect communityoé in
eitherbasedn smallpoweredfocusgroupfeedback Choudhury& Fenwick,2011;Jarvis&

Lister, 2012) oqualitativeinterviews (McDonald, 2011), mostly with a geographic focus on

the UK. In line withself-categorisationheory (Turner, 1987), these studies are consistent in

termsoftheat t i t udes towards the Osuspect communi-t
with the original suspect being targeted with the policed cotetmr measures, and the
peripherakuspectgi.e., thoseagainstvhomthe evidences indirect) likewise beingtargeted

with precautionary actions. This, in turn, is likely to result in the increasedroupness
perceptiorof thecommunityrepresentely the suspectwhichis further compoundely the
sensationalist media coverage exacerbating that perceptot gfoupnessnon

belongingness and negative stereotypes (Lajevardi, 2@2th a process fuels the calls for
more drastic countderror measures by populist righing groups (Schmuck et al., 2017),
contributing to the erosion of civil liberties and privacy for all citizens (Caton & Mullinix,
2023). However, the findings derive from small scale, qualitative opinion and cannot be
widely applied.It is intended that the current study collecting large amounts of quantitative
data with a wider geographical reach will inform and direct academic research knowledge in

this area.

2.2What role might the national identity play in suchattitudes to terror suspects?
The notion of nationalism was first evidenced in th® d&@ntury, whereas before
peopl ebs focus was | imited to their | ocal to
Thefirst Nation state was formed in 1658 with the treaty of Westphalia, which ended the 30
year war between the Roman Empire and various German groups (Amadeo, 2019). During
thelate 18" Century the AmericanandFrenchrevolutionseradicatedMlonarchiesandplaced

a sharper focus on nationality leading to Otto Von Bismark creating the nation of Germany
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from fragmented German states in 1871.

Throughouthistory, nationalismhasbeenusedto overrideselfinterestin the pursuit
of nationalgoals,observedy theagenda®f Hitler andMussoliniin World Warll. In more
recent history instances of nationalism have been witnessed welethi®n of Hindu

nationali st Narendra Modi as I ndiads Pri me

entry into a third term after elections in /2024 (EllisPeterson, 2023), the invasion of

Ukraine by Putin in 2015 and 2022 to O0saveb

2024),the electionof populistDonald Trumpto the U.S Presidencyaturning point of which

was his speech at a Texas rally where he declared that he was a nationalist (Barnes, 2018),
the UK general public referendum vote to leave the European Union which saw a leave
campaigrdrivenby nationalistrhetoric(Amadeo,2022)andtherisein popularityof far right

political parties across Europe, particularly Italy, Spain, France and Finland (Henley, 2023).

Nationalismisa& oncept which stems from the beli
all others (Kaplan & Hannum, 2023)sually, this sense of superiority has its foundations in
ashared ethnicityThetermethnicity refersto the classificationof peopleinto groupsthatare

built around their common origin, descent, or shared ideas. It can often be related to that

personbés cul tur e, race, or religion. Theref

comparison to another outgroup (Phelps & Nadim, 2014).

However, there are exceptions to the concept of a superspsct within nationalist

belief. An example of this is the Irish Nationalists and their struggle against the UK

\Y

e

o

government during the Otroublesdé within Irel

wished to maintain a constant identity and independent governance. A superiority was not
expressed, simply a need to end oppression and maintain commonalities they shared with

fellow Irish national{Hayward, 2009).

Nationalism is frequently built around core commonalities; firstly, a common
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language, the ability to speak the native language is perceived as critical to being considered
a true member of a nation (Stokes, 2017). Secondly, a common religion, although this is
contested. For example, many in Central and Eastern European countries (previously with
statecontrolled religions) view religion and nationalism to be entwined (Kishi and Starr,
2017). Whereas Stokes (2017) found in the USA approximately one third of participants
surveyed viewed Christianity as pivotal to national identity, but in Sweden, fewer than 7%
believed that being Christian was central to Swedish nationality (Stokes, 2017). Third and
final commonality being culture or shared set of social values (Amadeo, 2022) such as
having a sense of supremacy. Setitegorisation to a national identity can lead to

stereotyping of other ethnic, religious, or cultgedups(Libermanetal, 2017)in which
prejudicedor outgroupsareformed,unifying national identity. In extremeases this can lead

to ethnic cleansing or genocide as withessddyanmar where the Rohingya people

continue to flee violence from the ruling military (Quran, 2017), and the Rwanda massacre of
1994, where Hutu extremists murdered approximad@;,0000f theminority T u t and 6 s

their supporter®vera periodof 100days (BBC, 2019).

Furthermore, the gener al publicbs discern
outgroup can be a motivational force in voting behaviour, and people with a strong
nationalistic attitude are inclined to process information in a categorical, inflexible manner,
tending to hold authoritarian and conservative ideologies (Zmigrod et al, 2018). This was
evidenced in the United Kingdomso 6Z2IGalkée EU r e
BackC o n t (EWréférendumfocusedon areductionof multi-culturalismaimingto restore
0 ¢ o nthat ladl kieed t a k e nfrona Bviaskr @eople. It could be argued that individuals
who voted to leavéhe EU weralriven by the sensef British Nationalism that thes#ogans

and the surrounding discourse offered (Zmigrod et al, 2018).

In recent years, several European countries have fostered a more concentrated
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approachowardsnationalismfor examplean Italy someareasof political opinionclaima

nationalist approach will remedy their economic and migration issues (Mingardi, 2018).
Likewise,Austria, Germanythe Netherlandsnd Francevho haveseertheelectoralsuccess

of far-right nationalist parties (Henley, 2023). The growtlactive nationalist groups within

the UK has, according to counter terrorism police, become a rising threat to domestic

security. Since 2017 approximately one third of terror plots foiled by police and security

services have related to righing ideology (Perrigo, 2019). This ideology now accounts for
approximately 10% of countére r r or i sm pol i ci n garise oB6QGrom I ve i
2018,andright-wing referralstotheg o v e r nanteradicaisatiorprogrammePreventas

risen by 10%(Grierson, 2019).

UK Counterterrorismreportssuggesthatthesethreatso domesticsecurityarebeing
inspired by three distinct sets of nationalist ideology: cultural nationalism (Abbas, 2020),
white nationalism (Breesmyth, 2020) and white supremacism (Byman, 2022). Cultural
nationalism at its heart is afiilamic and antimmigration. A notable follower of this
ideology was Darren Osborne, who in 2017, drove his van into worshippers at a Finsbury
Park Mosque, killing Makram Ali (BBC, 2019). White nationalism and identitarianism, a
postWorld War Il far right ideology (The Economist, 2018), as well as holding beliefs
followed by cultural nationalists, also focus on the importance of the white race. Known
groupsthatsupportthis ideologyincludeGeneratioridentity, to whichBrentonTarrant,who

murdered 51 people in the Christchurch Mosque allegedly subscribed (Baynes, 2019).

Finally, white supremacism and extreme fiight ideologies, subscribers to this
perspective place a significant i mportance o
associateavith thisinclude6 Na t A o b ghie WKS only bannedar-right group.Members
of which were involved in the plot to murder labour MP Rosie Cooper (Khomani, 2018) also
declaring their support fahe murder of labour MP Jo Cox (Grierson, 20Mhilst it is

acknowledged that not every person who relates to these ideologies will follow a terrorist
29



pathway, police have suggested such nationalist philosophies have influenced some people
and impacted on domestic security in the UK and the European Union (Dodd & Grierson,

2019).

While some acknowledge the merits of nationalism and perceive it as an
understandable affectionforn e 6s homel and ( Wi mmer , 2019), o
narrowmindedperspectivehatpromotesdlind loyaltytoo n ecéosu n poticiegogermore
i mportant commitments to justice and humani't
diplomatic corps German President Fraltklter Steinmeier referred to nationalism as an

6i deol ogi cal poi sondé (Wi mmer, 2019).

Nationalism has consistently been a driving force behind many revolutionary groups acts
of terror; Irish Republicans, Basque Separatists, Chechen Freedom Fighters, and the current
struggles between Russia/Ukraine and Israel/Palestine (Townshend, 2011). This is
acknowledged by the United Nations who express concern that the number of white
nationalist/antiMuslim terrorincidentshaverisenacrossNesternEuropeandNorth America
from 3 to 59 from the early 20006s to 202060s
nationalidentity canaffecttheterroristact. Nonethelesshereis scantliteratureregardinghe

effectof national identity on the acceptance of varied counter terror measures.

2.3What role might religious identity play in attitudes to terror suspects?

Research suggests that holding a strong national identity alongside religious identity
correlated with a harsher attitude towards crime and deviance (Davies et al, R&\li8s
and colleagues (2018), further propose that the integration of both strong national and

religious identity increased the authoritarian approaches to capital punishment, longer prison
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sentences and stricter societal approaches to crime. Additionally, Americans who possess a
strong sense of Christian nationalism are likely to draw more distinct boundaries regarding
ethnicandnationalgroupmembershipPrejudicesandbiasheldtowardstheseoutgroupdead

to the justification of harsher penalties and excessive force being used against them (Perry et
al, 2018). Indeed, a more punitive outlook was evidenced from religiously affiliated
participants in comparison to noeligious participants. This group perceived rising crime

rates and immigrant crime to be caused by evil or moral failure (Seto & Said, 2020).

When examining religiosity and opinions of crime and punishment, literature
indicates O0bi bl i c atolerdneeltowards pedaltigsienfatced ($ahver etl e v e |
al.,2015).Forexamplejf thep e r simagéoid G oiglldving, intimateandnurturing,their
views towards criminal punishment dess punitive, particularly regarding the death penalty
(Hanslmaie®& Baier,2016),which contrasts witlthosewhoserepresentatioof 6 G oislohe

of harsh judgement, supporting more punitive practices (Greeley, 1993).

Regardingngroupandoutgroupreligiousprejudicespnestudyinvestigatedmplicit
theoriesheld by GermanpeopletowardsMuslim people(Fischeretal, 2007).Muslimswere
assumed to possess a higher level of intrinsic religion and a stronger religious identity.
Furthermore, they were expected to display more aggression than Christians and have a
higher level of support for terrorism. Seport surveys revealed that this was not the case
for higher levels of intrinsic religion, although correct in the assumption that Muslims hold a
strongersenseof religiousidentity. As aresultof this, Muslimsperceived terroristattackto
be less justified if it was driven by a Christian extremist ideology as opposed to Muslim
extremist. However, it did not lead to an ieased justification for Muslim aggression,
simply a lower justification foChristian aggression. This study displayed the influence of
religious stereotyping on justification for terrorist support. Bias from both Christian and

Muslim perspectivesowardseacho t h &aith&ceeatedncorrectconclusionsegardingheir
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motivations and support for terrorist activities.

Since the terrorist attacks of Septembéf, PD01, the UK has seen a change in the
perception of British Muslims identity. Before 2001, British Muslims were viewed via their
Asian identity. However, since 2001 a shift of focus has moved towards their religious
identity (Ahmed, 2019). Prior to the Twin Towers attack, raulfturalism was the
frameworkof Governmenpolicy within minority communitiegJohanssor2022).Theiraim
was to promote a sense of inclusion by advocating ethnic, cultural and religious variances be
positivelyembracedMeer& Modood,2009).Indeed theraceriotsin Burnley,Bradfordand
Oldham during 2001, were in part inflamed by
(Byrne et al, 2020). These uprisings led to the Cantle Report (2001), which called for an end

toapolicyofmultic ul t ur ali sm and a new strategy of O6c

acommunakensef sharedbelonging.lt highlightedthe needfor a nationalidentity based
onsharedvalues Rietveld(2014)arguedthatthis compromisedhe diversity thathadonce

existed in communities over a community that assimilated reaftaralism.

The O6War on Terrord® and subsequent pol iti
Muslims into one category and failed to respect the diversity amongst this group, instead
homogenising people of Islamic faith and associating Islam with terrorism (Ahmed, 2019).

This shift from ethic identity to religious identity appears to have increased openness of
youngBritish Muslimsto theideologiesof Al Q a 6 andI81S, alongsidehegrowingtrend

of far-right nationalist hostility evident in the UK (Werbner, 2013).

Religiosity can influence peoplebds percep
subsequent countéerror measures, which has been previously evidenced in research
literature(Daviesetal, 2018;D 6 Or and$alehyan2018;Dougezetal. 2022).Thecurrent
study aims to identify how participantso per

the terrorist scenario presented to them, can influence their support for both digital and
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physical counter terror measures, thus making original contribution to existing research.

2.4What role might different typesof evidence playin attitudes to terror suspects?

Theattitudesandbeliefspeoplehold areknownto inform thedecisiongheymake
within the criminal justice system. This is a challenge because the risk of bias is great.
Research has repeatedly found jurors in a trial@aecognise the value of circumstantial
evidencebputinsteadplacetoo muchtrustin directevidencesuchaseyewitnesgestimony.

In onestudy; jurors inflated the accuracy of an eyewitness sighting by more than 500%

(Brigham & Bothwell, 1983).

Directly implicating evidence places the blame square on the suspect with little, if
any, ambiguity, leaving the person assessing that evidence with only peripheral questions
abouttheeyewitnesseliability or videofootageaccuracyln contrasttheassessdiacedwith
sever al pieces of circumstantial evidence i
available information, forcing them to make

(KentCollinsLaw, 2022).

Direct evidence does not require a l@ggies of cognitions from the person assessing
the evidence. Simply, is the evidence given firm and true. In this case it is easy to pass the
onus for the information being correct to the person giving the evidence and accept it as fact,
this is in part down to the well know social psychology theory of Agency (Milgram, 1961).
However,whenfacedwith a severapiecesof evidencehatneedto beweighedandpondered
this not only takes rational thought processes, but also the verdict will rely on the persons
lived experience and inner biases (UCL, 2022). This is one reason why a jury of 12 people is
an advantage, as it reduces the chance that

their biased perspective being averaged out amongst the other 11 (Willmott, 2017).

Theory that informs the Wells Effect (Wells, 1992), suggests that facing people with
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straightforward evidence which highlights the suspects guilt such as statistical evidence that
plainly illustrates their culpability is not sufficietd persuade them towards a guilty verdict.

Wells (1992) suggested that there was also an inherent personal bias that entered the

equati on. Ni eder meier, et al (1999) proposed
mechani smé this is the idea that Jjurors are
provideanotguilty verdictif theycan findaway to simulatea scenarian their mindswhich

depicts the defendant as innocent.

A large factor in the way that a person will assess evidence presented to them,
whether it is directly implicating or circumstantial, will be their own cognitive bias (Dror,
2018). A personé6és individual schema and heur
will influence decisions madgGirgerenzer & Goldsteir,996). Preevidencebias is also an
element that affects decision making, Lundrigan et al, (2013) took a measure of participants
pretrial attitudes before being asked to give a verdict on a hypothetical case. It was found
that jurors preexisting views were significant predictors of the trial verdict-disposed
beliefsheldprior to hearingevidenceat a criminal trial remaincirca96%responsibldor the

final verdict reached (Wheatcroft, 2023).

Literature regarding how weight of evidence influences attitudes to counter terror
measures is lacking. There are extremely limited assumptions available to discuss and
critiquein terroristresearchThetopic of terrorismin the currentstudyattractsa greatealof
opinionandbias.However participantsaarenot beingaskingfor ajury voteregardingsuspect
guilt but a single individual opinion. Research studies regarding stereotyping in terrorism do

not enter into the realms of evidence.

However,theydo indicatethatthereis an effectof ethnicityandreligiousaffiliation
which ultimately correlates in judgements passed (Dougez, 2012). Therefore, the rational

thought process associated with circumstantial evidence could possibly be overridden by the
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participants internal schema. In this event it may conclude that the weight of evidence be it,
circumstantial or directly implicating, will be of little consequence. If the participants
i ndi v scHemaslal®adybiasedn relationto thesuspecttheyarepresentedvith in the

research scenario given, type of evidence may be of minimal significance.

2.5What is the role of genderin punitive attitudes to suspectschargedwith violence?

Before the phenomenon of Globalisation there were wide variances of perspective
betweercountries across the globe, regarding economics, politics, and culture (Jindal &
Kumar, 2023). Since the emergence of Globalisation, reports of a diminishing culture in
particularly within eastern influenced countries, have displayed an erosion of traditional
cultural norms in favour of outlooks that hold a more western approach (Ullah & Ho, 2020).
A shift to a global outlook has also been reflected in reports of increased female gendered
crime, this has been much debated as women continue to display lower rates of crime
(Mukhergee & Scutt, 2015). Nonetheless, others argue that as the global gender gap closes,
with many Eastern cultures now beginning to follow the Western trend for equality, female
prosecution rates for crime increase (Chu
Liberation Thesis (1975) which proposes that more personal freedom and rising economic
power for women brings a higher rate of female crime. However, although both genders
commitavarietyof crimes,aconsistenfinding in researchs thatmaleandfemaleoffenders
are perceived differently by the public and the criminal justice system (Richardson, 2021).
Figures from UK National statistics (2021), indicate that 79% of cases dealt with by the
criminal justicesysteminvolved males Femalesendto commitacquisitivecrimes,suchas
shop lifting or fraud, as opposed to ones related to violence. 75% of prosecutions for TV
licence evasion were female. 21% of all theft from shops offences were committed by

women. Although datahows that they are cautioned omare regulabasis, if acustodial
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sentence is issued it more often displays greater leniency than a comparable male sentence
(Hedderman & Hough, 1994Average custodial sentences for males were 23 months

compared to females of 14 months (UK National Statistics, 2021). This codicebethe

gender differences in types of crimes being committed and additionally related to the
Chivalry Hypothesis (Chase, 2008), which suggests that women who commit comparable
crimes to men are issued leniency in their sentences, attributed to the fact that often women
are caregivers and relied upon by others. Their crimes are also considered to allow for
rehabilitation within the community as opposed to needing the custodial rigour that higher
levels crimes demand (HM Inspectorate of Probation, 2021). In comparison, only 18% of all
violenceagainstpersorcrimeswerefemalerelated(Ministry of Justice 2022).Whenfemales

do commitsuchcrimes,theyareoftenfuelled by substancabusgdrugs andlcohol)andnot

stemming from a personal or political motivation (HM Inspectorate of Probation, 2021).

However,whenfemalesdo commitviolent crimesthatarewithin their powerto

control, they are conveyed as monsters.

A manwhokills is a murdererbut a womanguilty of a violentcrimebecomes proxyof all

t hat (Kennedyy2018)6

Research has developed hypotheses around the female gender and punitive
perceptions. Evil Women Hypothesis (Embry & Lyons, 2012) has its origiesigmous
Puritanism, the idea that women are the weaker sex and therefore more vulnerable to the
influenceof evil. Perpetrating violent crimedisplaysawomanresidingoutsidehergender
normsof nurturingandcaring.In the perspectiveof the observerjt couldsuggesthatthere
must be darker force involved. This accounts for harsher views from the public and the

establishment in this instance.

Patriarchahttitudeshatareassociatedvith fixed gendeidentitiesareproposedo be

lessened in an individualistic culture (Davis & Williamson, 2019). Moral behaviours, equal
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rights and autonomy are fundamental expectations regardless of gender identity

(Gorodnichenk& Roland,2011). Incomparisongollectivistculturescontinueto relateon a

higherlevel with hierarchy and structuoé society which in essence is patriarchal in nature
(Duttaetal, 2021).Womenoftenresidein ascribedolesin line with expectation®f gender

such as mother, wife and caregiver (Davis & Williamson, 2019).

Research suggests that men and women generally view physical aggression

differently with males overall condoning aggression against a perpetrator preferring to

di splay direct and physical aggression as
relational forms of aggression (Im et al. 2018; Frodi et al. 1977; Gregoski et al. 2005). There
is contradictory research regarding whether culture heightens male aggression. Some report
thatindividualismis a strongindicatorof aggressiomcceptancehatcollectivistsocietiedo
experience aggressive reactions, but these are inhibited due to cultural expectations
(Bergmuller,2013).Whilst converselyothersmaintainthataggressioims highly usedwithin

a collectivist culture when an individual is not compliant with social norms (Clslialana,

2014).

Up until the early 20006s, women wer e
terroractivities(Departmenbdf InternationaDevelopment2015).Although, sincethis dateit
has become apparent tlathough women rarely partake in combative roles, they are
regularly active as recruiters, intelligence gatherers and involved in movement of weapons
(Wickhamet al,2019).Theserolesareprimarily femalegendered awomenarelesslikely to
arouse suspicion therefore evading detection (Foreign & Commonwealth Development

Office, 2015).

Conversely, Bloom (2011) relates to many female terrorist actors directly perpetrating

violent actandefenceo f t hei r bel i ef s. For exampl e, t

op
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terrorists as having a more intricate and ralyiered motivation than their male
counterparts. Some may be acting due to their own tightly held belief system, whilst others
have beeroercedr socially controlledNeverthelesghe literature views them as the

ul tisna¢ @l BHh(R0MS.apond

Although terrorist perception has shifted to an acceptance that females now maintain
roles pertaining téerrorism, evolutionary psychology traits may continue to bias reactions on
punitive measures. Humanso® evolutionary hi st
between groups which historically have involved males. This has led to gender perceptions
regarding threat and how they are reacted against. This theory is known as the Male Warrior
Hypothesis (McDonald et al, 2007). The theory suggests a harsher pattitivdeto male
offenderss aresultof evolutionarystrategieso quickly identify in/outgroup members and

limit threat from them.

An example which negates that harsher punitive attitudes are reserved for males is the
situation that surrounds 01 SIS Bridesod6 retur
Syria. The most notable of these reported in the media may be Shamima Begum. Such is the
retributive attitude held by not only the pu
tighteningé surroundi nhps kedtaken@iagh, 262 Begume n s hi p
became the first British women to have her citizenship revoked, which led to her becoming
statelessRhillips, 2024) Although points have been raisesardingher position as a victim

of sexual/child traffickingthe UK government has held its stance and become an outlier

amongst European countries refusing to repatriate its former citizen to safety (Rights &

Security International, 2024).

Previousstudieshavefocusedon variedpublicreactiongo counterterrortechniques
in general. However, to date, théras been little research regarding proposed punishments

for female versus male terrorist actors, which is a gap the current study aims to address.
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Research by Lidner (2018) focused on the gender of terror suspect and resulting punitive
measuresecommended by participants. Results found that Males suspects were
recommendedbr harsheipunitive measuregviolentinterrogatiortechniquesprimarily from
male participants of the study. However, there was little leniency from male participants
towards female terror suspects either, with one exception being a lone group female terror
suspect. The main conclusion of this study was that male gender elicits a more punitive

perception towards punishment for terror activity.

2.6 What doesthe theory of beliefin just world tell usabout attitudes towards terror

suspects?

Belief in a just world hypothesis proposes that a cognitive bias can be held regarding
i ndi v actomsarhisth®ughtprocessaisesheassumptiothatgooddeedswill resultin
reward and praise, where alternatively negative actions will result in punishment and
retribution (Kearns et al, 2019T.he belief extends not only regarding the individual but
society in general. Proposing that consequences for actions will always be fitting both
morally and justly (Pinciotti & Orcutt, 2017). This cognitive bias can explain why people
often believe that victims are responsible for their own negative outcomes and should be

apportioned a fitting vengeful act in return.

It has been questioned whether belief in a just world is globally relatable or whether

culturalvariationshampeiits application(Bartholomaeustal, 2023).Researclsuggestshat

collectivist and individualistic cultures vary in their generalisability of the just world belief
(Jost, 2020). For example, people from an individualistic culture endorse a more personal
form of beliefin ajustworld relatedto themselveswhereasa personexistingin acollectivist

culture tends to use this belief in a more general apglying it to society (Wu et al, 2011).

Thomas (2021) suggests that an individual
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worl d belief. Justice capital rel ates to a
system. This is given as an explanation for why there is a possible cultural difference in
peoplebs attribution of just world belief,
sense of fair treatment, leading to justice capital, results in a stronger sense of belief in a just
world. However,cultureis notalonein providingafeelingof justicecapital;socialstatusand
economic position also afford greater access and positive experiences of the justice system

(Thomas, 2021).

Accesdo justiceis vieweddifferently acrosscultures(Singh,2020).Westerncultures
tend to use analytical thought processes to define individual rights and independent
behaviours. Justice is perceived as procedural with punitive consequences. In comparison
Asian nations use a more holistic approach considering honour and relationships. Justice is
perceived as repairing harm to society (Liu, 2016). On testing this mediation theory
Barthol omaeus et al, (2023) concluded that
experience of justice, most aspects of belief in a just world a largely applicable across

cultures.

An alternativeandmodernday elemeninvolvedwith level of justworld beliefis use
of social media (Shin & Hampton, 2020). With greater exposure to varied life experiences
created bysocial media people are becoming aware that not all undesirable life events are

wholly attributed to immoral or incorrect personal behaviour, life can simply be unfair and

unjust (Ju & You, 2020). This could also indicate a difference in levels of just world belief
through generations. Social media use is accepted to be more prolific with young to middle
agegroups.Globally 69% of 2810 43 yearsusesocialmedia.Althoughnot the mostprolific
usersof theinternet,12to 27 yearswith 35%useit for morethan2 hoursperday (Barnhart,

2023).

In terms of attitudes fquunitive measures towards terror suspects Kaiser et al (2004)
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conducted a small U.S. study, investigating the relationship between just world beliefs and
the desire for revenge aft8eptember 11 terrorist attacks. Participants who had previously
completech measuref JustWorld Beliefswerequestionedwo monthsafterthe9/11 attack.

High levels of distress regarding the attack correlated with high levels of just world beliefs
and greater feelings of revenge. Punitive measures were not discussed in this study simply
level of need to avenge the incident. However, punitive justice can often serve to indulge a

victimdés feelings of revenge (Fitouchi & Sin

Just world belief is also linked to conservative and religious ideologies. Much
research has associated a link between support for punitive measures and such beliefs
(Gerber,2021).However,a studyregardingattitudesof Australiansbeforeandaftertheright-
wing motivated Christchurch Mosque attack in 2019, observed an interesting finding.
Participants canvassed regarding level of threat perceived from Islamic motivated terrorism
and associated courttarror measures before the attack were greatly in favour of punitive
measures. However, peShristchurch attack they still reported the same level of perceived
threat but the association between this and punitive measures displayed with a weaker
strength(Williamson& Murphy, 2020).As themethodologyof the currentstudyis designed
to indicate the levels of evidence and details the scenario involved it is aimed at providing

clarity for those with a strong sense of just world belief to display how this mediates their

preferencdor counterterrormeasured-indingsaimto provideaclearandunambiguous

correlation that is lacking in this research area.

2.7What doesright -wing authoritarianism tell usabout attitudes to terror suspects?

Individualswith highlevelsof right-wing authoritarianisnfRWA), havea high desire
to conform to authorities that they consider to be legitimate. Not only do they desire

conformity in themselves but will also demand this from society. Hostile views and punitive
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attitudes are directed at those who do not conform. They support group authority and accept
coercion as being a valid means of achieving this (Altemeyer, 1981). This trait has also been
related to lower cognitive reasoning abilities, recent research evidencing thatanicided
cognitive style is the strongest predictor of RWA above other thinking process styles

(Berggren et al, 2019).

The rightwing authoritarian trait is associated with limited diversity and increased
uniformity. They are usually in favour of restrictions surrounding immigration, political
individuality, and ethnic minorities. The concept being that these limitations will increase
conformity and uniformity in society. Nonetheless, RWA is not always limited to thought
processes. Action against groups or individuals who do not conform have resulted in
prejudiced attacks towards minority groups. Rigitig extremism is rising in many Western
countriesthiswassoin all thatwereinvolvedin the currentstudy (UK, U.SandPoland),and
alsolndia, whichis not consideredo be awesternmation(Ankerl, 2000).In theU.S domestic
terrorism has surpassed Islamic related attacks, with 60% of incidents related-targyht
ideologies (Bakowski, 2023). Europe sees a lower amount ofwiglgt motivated attacks,
but this is partly due to the way countries distinguish terror from hate crimes (Bakowski,

2023).

Whilst right wing terror attacks continue to escalate in both North America and
Europe, an increasd# 250%since2014 (Institute foEconomics & Peace, 2020), support for
right wing authoritarian perspectives through political parties continues to grow. A logical
perspective may be that after right wing attacks on minority groups, sympathy for such
marginalised groups may elicit a lessening of support for this authoritarian outlook
(Jakobsson & Blom, 2014). On the contrary this is not the case as i#dstmaBermany
wherebetween 2013 and 2019, there have been an increasing noimigdit-wing extremist

attacksandin positivecorrelationanincreasingor supportfor RadicalRight political parties
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increased over this same time frame (Krasue & Matsunaga, 2023).

Rightwing authoritarianism is argued to stem from a need to maintain order and
increase uniformity in society (Grigoriyev et al, 2022). A person with this personality type is
innately acquiescent to authority figures
(Wiegel, 2022). Attitudes towards counter terror measures through the lens of RWA, are
generally sympathetic. A study that investigated effects of terrorist threat on RWA attitudes
towards civil liberties, saw an increased support for restrictive measures (Cohrs et al, 2005).
Thisis furtherevidencedy supportfor retributiveanddiscriminatoryactionsagainstviuslim
immigrants being mediated by RWA, in the event of perceived terrorist threat (Costa Silva et
al, 2019).Relatedly, a arrelational study found that righting authoritarianism and social
dominance orientation turned out to be significant predictors of support for restricting human
rights during the U.Sled War on Terrorsupport for U.S. President George W. Bush, and

support for U.S. military involvement in Iraq (Crowson et al., 2006).

Building ontheabovecoveredstudiesthe currentresearclexaminegherole of
RWA in support for digital and physical counterror measures in the context of

mani pul ated suspectods identities.

2.8 What is the associationbetweenthe needfor closureand attitudes towards

terror suspects?

Need for closure can be defined as the aversion towards feelings of uncertainty and
ambiguity,with a preferencdor firmnessandstability in beliefsandsubsequergxpectations
T Kruglanski & Webster (1996). Cognitive closure is therefore sought to end a sense of

unpredictability and insecurity.

Needfor closure can beeen asisocialresponseo terrorism (Obaidet al,2023).

Remi nders of terrori st attacks either i n
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speeches can el evate the publicbés need for c
ingroup identification and outgroup derogation which can facilitate support for harsher
decisive counter terrorism policies (Doosje et al, 2010). This glorification of the individuals

ingroupis thuslikely to fostersupportfor extrememeasuresgainstheir perceivecenemies.

Needforc | osure is also a significant factor
and its | eadership. A heightened need for «cl
Centrismd (Kent & Burnight, 1951), which 1is

ingroup favouritism alongside a disparaging view of the out group. In addition, a consensus
andendorsemenf autocratideadership Kruglanskietal. (2006).Forexamplepeforethe
9/ 11 attacks President B u sGualusPolhqgl Peptember | ratin

10". Moving forwards to the next poll on Septembef, 12001, they had risen to 86%.

A study assessing levels of stress and fear that result from the exposure to terrorist
activity (Schlengeetal., 2002)employedb studieso measurehe effectsof needfor closure
on public reactions and perceptions. Studies 1 and 2 investigated whether the threat of
terrorism increased publicds need for closur

endorsement of harsh counterrorism policies as a result of need for closure lead to greater

optimism for the defeat of terrorism. Finally study 5 questioned whether individuals with
higherlevelsof needfor closurewould belesssupportiveof opermindedleadersdueto their
potential to maintain levels of uncertainty. Results indicated that exposure to terrorist acts
intensifies a need for cognitive closure. Additionally, support for harsher physical counter
terrorism measures such as war and torture led to a heightened level of optimism regarding

the eventual defeat of terrorism.

Previous research also suggests thatinders oferrorist attacks elevatbe need for
closureandthatthe needfor closuremayenhanceutgroupderogationandsupportfor harsh

counterterrorism policies (Orehek et al., 2010). Relatedly, a study involving Polish
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participantfoundthathighin needfor closureconservativeshowedgreatetostility against

Arabs and Muslims only when they believed that Poland was under threat of terrorist attacks
inspired by Islamist fundamentalism, thus revealing a complex cedrtieen picture (De

Zavala et al., 2010)Building on such research, the design of the current study aims to
provide further focus on how need for closure can be associated with the support for digital
and physical counter terror measures in t
different forms and levels @fut groupness

2.9 What do theoriesof paranoia tell us about attitudes towards terror suspects?

Paranoia involves a person possessing distressing fears regarding being the victim of
intentional harm caused by others (Freeman et al., 2014). It is a common symptom of the
mental health disorder Schizophrenia (Bebbington & Freeman, B4 gubsequent distress
that arises from this condition can cause major disruption to that person leading a life of
normality.A controllablelevel of paranoighoweveris presenin the generalpopulationwith
an estimate of approximately-1%% of people having paranoid thoughts on a regular basis

(Humphrey et al., 2021).

Paranoias markedby theindividual havinganatypicallevel of fearof beingharmed
by others. This is further exacerbated by facial expressions and social cues being overly
interpreted as giving an angry or threatening message (Tso et al., Pi$3)ostile
attribution bias (Nasby et al., 198)uld possibly stem from individuals with paranoia
predicted that more negative results would happen to them in the future in comparison to
controlgroups. An additionalfactorsuggesteavasgreatemperception oharmwithin neutral

events presented to them @M@i So et al., 2020).

The o6war on terrordé resulting in an ex
movements with CCTV, additionally an elevated monitoring of spending behaviours and

personal media consumption through mass data collection have all been described as fuel in
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the psyche of a paranoid individual (Restore Mental Health, 2023). Research indicates that
privacyis anessentiapsychologicaheed Masssurveillanceanddatacollectionexacerbata
feeling of privacy loss and questions surrounding a need to protect where you go, what you

view and who you trust (McKendrick, 2019).

In terms of how paranoia shapes attitudes towards terror suspects, research indicates
that the correlation between increased migration towards Europe, and a rise in terror attacks
in European cities has created an association between asylum seekers and terrorist acts in the
perceptions of many European citizens (Leonard & Kaunert, 2021). Additionally, female
gender indicated a higher level of terrorism fear alongside higher levels of mainstream news
consumption (De Coninck, 2020). A national survey examining the levels of fear in 1,000
Americans regarding terrorist attack saw that fear of terrorism translated to a fear of
stereotypicaterroristsuspectsThisin turn predictedsupportfor ant-Muslim policies(Haner

et al., 2019).

Terrorism research has not focused on how levels of paranoia can engender
acceptance of punitive counter terror measures that are questioned by others, such as
extraordinary rendition/ Indefinite Detention (H@lawthorne, 2021). The current research
intentionis to contributeto this area.Themethodologyusegerroristscenariosvhich include
the use of a steretyped suspect which may induce support for counter terror measure in

general, especially for female gendered participants.

2.10What do mortality salienceand the resulting terror managementtheory tell

us about attitudes towards terror suspects?

Mortality salience is the awareness of our own mortality in competition with our
innate need to survive (Gordillo et al, 2017). This awareness raises anxiety which humans

cope with by using a thought process labelled terror management theory (TMT). The theory
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proposeshatwe undergoa setof cognitivedefencesFirstly, ashortterm proximaldefence,

for example denial or repression of said thoughts. Proximal behaviours eradicate the
mortality salient thoughts from our conscious awareness. However, we still maintain an
unconscious sense of our need to survive. This is where distal defences are actioned in the
form of defendingourworld view or bolsteringour selfesteemBehavioursvhich reflectan
activation of distal defences are favouring yougioup to the detriment of an egtoup,
behaving positively towards somebody who shares similar cultural or moral values or an

overly enthusiastic portrayal of national identity (Rhodes, 2020).

Socialpsychologyexperimentshattestecthis theoryevidencedagreement ta court
judgesd harsh verdict towards a prostitute f
salient and who also held negative views towards prostitution (MacNeil, 2022)dition,
increasedecommendationf arewardvaluefor aherowho upheldtheir own culturalvalues

(Rosenblatt et al., 1989). Conversely, mé&gryor management theory studies since the

ori ginal s urhassgruggled totrdpleateltfis®fted mIllowing methods

employedn theoriginal terrormanagemertheoryexperimentThetwo crucialelementof
theexperimentarefor; (a) participantsvith heightenednortality saliencao befacedwith a

definite opposing cultural viewpoint and for there to be a delay task between the original

proximal defence cognition which displaces the participants immortality from their

consciousness and (b) the follow up distal defence which goes further to tackle their
unconscious | evel of mortality salience in t

viewpoint.

The relatively limited rigour in the methodology of previous studies, was cited as a
possible reason for why replication of results was limited (Schindler et al, 2021). However,
despitebeingmindful of this assumptiorandintroducinga rigorousandstrict methodology,

severabktudiedailedto replicatetheoriginal terrormanagemertheoryresults (Saetrevi&

a7



Sjastad, 2022; Bulut, 2020 & Schindler et al., 2021).

Available literature reveals a complicated picture regarding the predictive power of
this variable within the current research. Studies that focus on these theories in relation to
participantsattitudesto counterterrormeasurearelimited (Gallovaetal., 2018).Therefore,
the design o$tudies in this thesis amovel and aimed to provide insight into this complex
process. It is intended that subsequent findings will contribute to understanding of public
acceptance of counter terror measures which are punitive in nature and inform future

research.

Within thefollowing thesis studies,grticipants were faced with a challenge to their
cultural viewpoint in the form of a terrorist scenario, and in addition a delayed task to ensure
a pause between proposed cognitions. If the proposal that mortality salience leads to
behaviours depicted in terror managentbabryis sound thenthis shouldsuggesthat
participantsvhenfacedwith theirown mortality through terrorist threat would be more
punitive towards terrorist suspects who faoen the outgroupsuchasminority religion or a
foreignsuspectProvidingcontextto this process in terms of terrorist threat and reaction to

this.

Subsequent chapters introduce the five studies included in the thesis as illustrated in

the table below;
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Previous related research (Gallova et al., 208gxamined anxiety about digital
security systems, anxiety about data protection, and anxiety about social networking sites.
Aiming for this study to build on such research, a decision was made to move away from
6anxietyd6 (negatively valanced and |ikely to
to the term O6support for such measuresd (mor
acknowledged that no categories can be linguistically neutral, thebMord ppor t i s mor
commonly used in the media language of coutdaorism (Spencer, 2012; Jackson & Hall,
2016), thus endowing the term with a degree of ecological validity). Aiming to go beyond
these measures by Gallova et al., (2018) and providing more granular perspectives, it was
decided that three digitadirveillance osmartphonssurveillance obmart TV surveillance
of laptop)andthreephysical(sleepdeprivation/threat®f violence/indefiniteletentior)
counter terrormeasures would be usedagcome factors across afithe studies
throughout tis thesis(detailed in the above tabld)he main reason for using the specific six

measures is the direct or indirect association of thessesures with the four democratic
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countries whereata were collected, and/or the stihgoing debates about their potential

adoption.

This can be exemplified by the claims alleging US and UK involvement in torture
(of ficially 6enhanced interrogation techniqqu
unofficial CIA black sites in Poland (Gasztold, 2022), and extraordinary rendition operations
in India (Haq,2020),to namejust afew. Also,securityservicesn the UK havebeenallowed
access into public phones and laptops (Travis, 2016), raising questions about what else they
are able taechnically access. Relatedly, according to Wikileaks, CIA has toosfart TV
surveillancealthoughthe CIA spokesmamefusedo commenintheauthenticityor contents

of purported intelligence documents (Kelion, 201Iportantly, even rumours and

unverified social media reports/posts about such cotetear measures are likely to feed
into alreadyheld paranoiaegardingprivacy,andthe (higherandlower) public support for
them. Thereafter, possible path to specific voting preferences that eventually result in
elected officials transforming a version of such surveillance into versions of laws and
policies, impacting the public security and eroding civil liberties (Deflem & McDonough,

2015; Brinson & Stohl., 2012).

The next chapter introduces the first thesis study hypotheses, methodology and

concluded with results and a summary discussion.
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Chapter 3 - Study 1: Regressiomrmodelspredicting attitudes to individual and group terror
suspects facing circumstantial and directly implicating evidence.

3.1Hypotheses

Basedon theresearcltoveredabove thefollowing hypothesefiavebeenformed:

(a) Maleswill be moresupportiveof physical counter terromeasures.

(b) Femaleswill be moresupportiveof digital counterterror measures.

(c) Participantsscoring highon thebeliefin thejust worldscale,

will supportdigital counterterror measures$or thosesuspectsvith circumstantially
implicating evidence, and physical counter temoeasures for those with directly
implicating evidence.

(d) Participantswhoscorehighly on theright -wing authoritarianismscalewill support
physicalcounterterror measurdor foreignsuspect®f minority religious backgrounds,
regardless of the type evidence that is manipulated.

(e) Participantswhoscorehighly onthe needfor closurescalewill supportphysicalcounter
terror measures regardless of variable manipulation

() Participantswhoscorehighly ontheparanoiaScalewill supportphysicalcounterterror

measures for O6out groupd members

g) Participantswith higherscoredevelson themortality saliencescalewill supportphysical

counter terror measures for 6éout groupbd

3.2Method

Theaim of this studywasto examinehow personalityvariablegmortality salience,
paranoia, right wing authoritarianism, need for closure, and belief in a just wprklict
support for digital and physical countégrror measuresn scenarios manipulating the

identities of a terror suspect.
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Originally, the inclusion of the national identity level as a variable was considered
(Levine & Thompson, 2004). However, upon reflection on the research suggesting that the
national identity contents may connote differerganings in different cultures (Edensor,

2020), such as specific associations with a particular landscape (Agnew et al., 2011) or
history of immigration (Andreouli & Howarth, 2013), implying a broader sense of ingroup
identity in theUS, for examplejt wasdecidedhatits inclusionmight potentiallyhinderdata
interpretation.

Participants were recruited via UK Further Education establishments and contacts at
universities in India, Poland and USA. In addition, the study was advertised via varied UK
andUSA socialmediaforumson FacebookTwitter andinstagramanda snowballtechnique
was adopted from the main researcherodos perso

382 participants (148 Males, 234 Females, with an age range of4,8nean age
28.48;SD= 9.96) from across four countries (India, Poland, UK and USA) were recruited.
Participantsvereof diversesocioi economicandvocationalbackgrounds. Participanigere
provided with a URL link to the online study designed using Qualtrics software. They were

askeddemographiénformationincludinggenderage,andnationality. They werealsoasked

to ratetheir senseof nationalidentity on ascaleof 1 to 7, with 7 beingthe strongestevel of
national identity felt by the participant.

After generademographic questions, participants were presented with a terrorist
scenario within which they were asked to rate their support for a variety of digital and
physicalcounterterrormeasuresn a 7-point Likert-type scale(SeeappendixStudy1A). The
scenarios featured the manipulation of the three varialbdesor suspect national Identit2
levels:national or foreign, terror suspect religious identi2 levels:minority religion/no
religion) andevidence typ (2 levelsdirectly implicatingor circumstantia), providing for a
total of 8 randomly allocated conditions.

After this, participants were presented with a questionnaire with adapted and
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shortened-item Likert-type scalegelatingto their levelsof beliefin a justworld, mortality
salience paranoia,right-wing authoritarianism needfor closure(Seeappendixstudyl1 B).
On completion of the surveyased study, the data was collated into country data sets as
detailed below. It took approximately 10 minutes to completstiingy.

India, 100participanty38 Males,62 Femaleswith anagerangeof 18-49, meanage
27:SD= 6.54).

Poland,111 participantg49 Males,62 Femaleswith anagerangel8-60, meanage
23.52;SD= 6.58).

UK, 87 participant$30 Male, 57Females, with aagerangel8-74, meanage34.44;
SD=13.97).

USA, 84 participantd31 Males,53 Femaleswith anagerangel8-68, meanage
28.96;SD= 12.76).

Standardnultiple regressioomodelswerethentestedusingthe abovementioned
outcomevariables (i.e., support for digital and physical couteeror measures).

Thus,thedatawasusedin bothcorrelationalindexperimentahnalyses

3.3Results

Merged data from all countries were analysed via standard multiple regression to
examine howparticipant age, participant gendetight-wing authoritarianism, belief in a
justworld, mortality salience paranoiaandneed forclosurepredictsupportfor digital and
physicalcounterterror measuresn general(i.e., regardles®f the manipulatedactors).An
individual regression analysis was performed for each of the dependent variables.

Subsequently, standard multiple regressions were analysed on separate country data
sets. Due to the limited numberpdrticipants (associated with the circumstances of the PhD
project),theindividual countryresultsarereferredto in thestudyaso s p e ¢ uCoaducied e 0 .

out of curiosity and with a view to providing an analytical pathway for futuredfitt study
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replications, the speculative analysis can also be partially supported bydhiéesio
exploratory subgroup analysis (Brookes et al., 2004). Such speculative analysis is
predominantly used in clinical research which can help interpret subsequent large sample
sized studies (Lipkovich et al., 2018; Rosenkranz, 2020).

Recommendations for standard multiple regression are at least 15 participants for
eachpredictorvariable(Pallant,2020);the standardnultiple regressiomwith severpredictor
variables suggest a requirement of at least 105 participants, whitinderof thendividual
countries (India, UK & USA) was not met. Conversely, it has been suggested that 10
participants per predictor variable is an acceptable level (Wilson Van Vorhiss & Morgan,
2007). However, to ensure transparency these are still reported with caution. Given the
limited number of participants, a decision was made to merge the data from the individual
countries to meet the analytical requirements (at least on a technical level). While such

merger inevitably loses the potential nuances of individual countries, it may also provide a

broadelinternationalperspectiveRelatedly suchmergercanalsobe partially supportedy

the following points:

- All the countries where the data were collected had been affected by acts or threats of
terrorism. Terrorisprelated arrests (especially those associated with threats rather than
attacksarenotuncommonn thesecountriegsucharrestshavebeenfar morefrequentin all

the 4 countries than the actual attacks).

-Al'l the 4 countries are oO0official é democrac
media,meaninghattheir governmentandsecurityservicesnust(atleastofficially) operate

within the bounds of law

- All the countries have been accused of violating the human rights of terrorism suspects

(BBC, 2014;Tayler,2022;Amnestylnternational 2023b;Amnestyinternational 2023a).

- Although Polandhasbeenlessaffectedby terrorismthanthe other3 countriesijt is argued
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thatthatit 6 s e ¢ hostedClA @rroristdetention/interrogatioblack siteswhereterrorism
suspects were tortured (BBC News, 2014).

- the British securityserviceshavebeenapparentlyinvolvedin suchCIA (andPolandbased)
black sites (Siddique, 2022; Middle East Monitor, 2022).

- it hasbeenarguedhatthe CIA interrogationblacksitein the British overseaserritory of
Diego Garciawvas run in full cooperation with the UK government (Doward, 2014).
-Relatedly,India hasalso(allegedly)engagedn extraordinaryrenditionof (atleastone,if

not more) terror suspect (Safaraz, 2015).

-TheUS6 e n h @ ma eed r sitephQuanamadds still runningasof Decembef023,

although it is almost completely ignored by the mainstream media (Harb, 2023).

All four countries have been actively deploying physical and digital coterer
measuregnotthe sameypesascoveredn thethesis buttheresearchs focusedon
counterterror measures in principle, including potential new measures, rather the current
measures in place that may be classified or changed).

-The UK, US and Poland are NATO allies, and India shares with them (at least officially)
valuesof freedomanddemocracyalongwith strategiogecpolitical interestgCartney,2024),
meaningthatat leastsomecounterterrorintelligenceis shared amonthem(Roy & Youssef,
2018). Recently, Delhi and Washingtod,k r ai neds princi pal securit;
strengthenetheir defenceanddiplomatictiesamidthegrowing strengtiof theirmainrival
China (Singh 2024).

Overall,thereareargumentgor andagainsthe datamerger(meaningthati t ndtbinary,
black and white decision). The former also include the argument that there are vast
differences in political opinions within the single countries, such as Poland (Eastern
Conservative vs Western Liberal) and Northern vs Southern England (Skiba, 2023), the
implication being that similar future research should focus more on specific regions within

countries rather than countries in general.
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Merged International Data Analysisfor India, Poland, UK and USA

Across the whole thesis, the VIF valisegygest no issue with multicollinearityhe
MahalanobisasndCookdistancevaluessuggesno outliers. The histogramandnormalP-P
plot indicate normal distribution of residuals. The Pearson correlations suggest linear

relationships among the variables.

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variableg(participantgender participantage,right wing authoritarianism beliefin a just
world, mortalitysalience, paranoi@andneed for closureto predict support fathe digital
counter terror measure siartphone surveillance

Thevarianceexplained by the model asnmnolewas 9.6%F (8, 375)=6.11,p <.001.
Older participant agdb=.231,p <.001) was the strongestatistically significant positive
predictor followed by needfor closure(b=.127,p=.020).No othervariablesn theregression

model were significant; (See Appendix Studyl1A).

SmartTVSurveillanceMeasure

A standard multiple regression was useddsess the ability of seven independent
variableg(participantgender participantage,right wing authoritarianismbeliefin a just
world, mortalitysalience, paranoiandneed for closureto predict support fahe digital
counter terror measuf&mart TV surveillancel he variance explained by the model as a
whole was 1.6%F (7, 379.) = 1.897p = .069.

Older participant agdb=.169,p=.001) was a statistically significant positive
predictorof supportfor Smartphoné&urveillanceHowever,giventhe nonsignificanceof the
model as a whole, the interpretation should be approached with some caution. The other

variables in the regression model were not significant; (See Appendix Study 1B)
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LaptopSurveillanceMeasure

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variablegparticipantgender participantage,right wing authoritarianism beliefin a just
world, mortalitysalience, paranoiandneed for closureto predict support fathe digital
counterterrormeasuref laptopsurveillance Thevarianceexplainedoy themodelasa whole was
1.1%,F (7, 380) = 1.623p =.127

Older participant ag€b=.147,p=.005) was a statistically significant positive
predictorof supportfor smartphonesurveillance However,giventhe nonsignificanceof the
model as a whole, the interpretation should be approached with some caution. The other

variables in the regression model were not significant; (See Appendix Study 1C).

SleepDeprivationMeasure

A standardnultiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variables participant gender, participant age, right wing authoritarianism, belief in a just
world, mortality salience paranoiaandneedfor closure to predictsupportfor the physical
counter terror measusteep deprivationThe variance explained by the model as a whole
was 1.6%F (7, 346) = 1.846p =.078.

Older participants agéb=.108,p=.053) was a statistically significant positive
predictor for the use afleep deprivatioms a counter terror measure. However, given the
nonsignificanceof themodelasawhole,theinterpretatiorshouldbe approachedvith some
caution. The other variables in the regression model were not significant; (See Appendix

Study 1D).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure
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A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variables participant gender, participant age, right wing authoritarianism, belief in a just
world, mortality salience paranoiaandneedfor closure to predictsupportfor the physical

counter terror measutkreats of violence.

Thevarianceexplained by the model asndnolewas 2.5%F (7, 344 =2.265,p
=.029.Higher scoresf participantparanoia(b=.130,p=.031)andmalegender(b=-110.,p
=.040)werestatisticallysignificantpositivepredictors Theothervariablesn theregression

model were not significant; (See Appendix Study 1E).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure

A standard multiple regression was used to assesility of seven independent
variables participant age, participant gender, right wing authoritarianism, belief in a just
world, mortality salience paranoiaandneedfor closureg to predictsupport forthe physical
counterterrormeasuréndefinitedetention.Thevarianceexplainedoy the modelasawhole
was 1.6%F (7, 264) = 1.612p = .132. The variables in the regression model were not

significant; (See Appendix Study 1F).

Speculativelndividual Country Data Analysis
Countrieswerethensplit into separatelatasetsandregressionperformedaspreviously
described.
Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure India

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variableg(participantage,participantgender right wing authoritarianism beliefin a just
world, mortalitysalience, paranoi@andneed for closurgeto predict support fathe digital
counter terror measuggirveillance of smartphone.

Thevarianceexplained by the model asndnolewas1.6%,F (7, .92)=1.717,p
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=.115.No variablesn theregressioomodelwerestatisticallysignificant;(SeeAppendix

Study 1G).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure India

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability ofisdependent
variablegparticipantage,participantgender right wing authoritarianism beliefin a just
world, mortalitysalience, paranoi@andneed for closureto predict support fathe digital
counter terror measusgart TVsurveillance

Thevarianceexplainedby themodelasawholewas6.9%, F (7,90) = 2.035,p =.059
needfor closure(b=.304,p = .010)was astatisticallysignificantpositivepredictor.The other

variables in the regression model were not significant; (See App8tutiy 1H).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure India

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variablegparticipantage,participantgender right wing authoritarianism beliefin a just
world, mortalitysalience, paranoi@andneed for closureto predict support fathe digital
counter terror measutaptop surveillance.

Thevarianceexplainedby themodelasawholewas2%, F (7,88)=.733,p = .644

The variables in the regression model weresmgntificant; (See Appendix Studyll).

SleepDeprivationMeasurd India

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variables participant age, participant gender, right wing authoritarianism, belief in a just
world, mortality salience paranoiaandneedfor closure to predictsupportfor the physical
counter terror measusteep deprivation.

Thevarianceexplainedby themodelasawholewas2.2%,F (7,80)=.731,p = .646

The variables in theegression model were not significant; (See Appendix Study 1J).
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Threatsof ViolenceMeasure India

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variables participant age, participant gender, right wiragithoritarianism, belief in a just
world, mortality salience paranoiaandneedfor closure)to predictsupportfor the physical
counter terror measuthreats of violence.

Thevarianceexplainedoy themodelasawholewas.3%, F (7,86)=1.168,p =.329

The variables in the regression model were not significant; (See Appendix Study1K).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure India

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variables participant age, participant gender, right wing authoritarianism, belief in a just
world, mortality salience paranoiaandneedfor closure to predictsupportfor the physical
counter terror measunedefinite detention.

Thevarianceexplainedoy themodelasawholewaslessthan9.5%,F (7, 19)=.393,
p = .895. The variables in the regression model were not significant; (See Appendix Study

1L).

Smartphoné&urveillanceMeasure Poland

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variablegparticipantage,participantgender right wing authoritarianism beliefin a just
world, mortalitysalience, paranoiandneed for closureto predict support fathe digital
counter terror measusgnartphone surveillance

Thevarianceexplained by the model asndnolewas 11%/F (7, 103)=2.941,p =008
belief in a just worldb=.286,p=.002) and older participant age=(195,p=.041) were

statisticallysignificantpositivepredictors Theothervariablesn theregressioomodelwere

not significant; (See Appendix Study 1M).
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Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure Poland

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variablegparticipantage,participantgender right wing authoritarianism beliefin a just
world, mortalitysalience, paranoiandneed for closureto predict support fathe digital
counter terror measusgart TVsurveillance

Thevarianceexplained by the model asndnolewas 9.6%F (7, 102)=2.654,p =
.015.

Belief in a just worldb=.277,p=.004) andmale participant gendeib=-.188,
p=.044) were statistically significant positive predictors of support for use of the counter
terrormeasuresmart TVSurveillanceTheothervariablesn theregressiommodelwerenot

significant; (See Appendix Study 1N).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure Poland

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variableg(participantage,participantgender right wing authoritarianism beliefin a just
world, mortalitysalience, paranoi@andneed for closurejo predict support fothe digital
counter terror measutaptop surveillance

Thevarianceexplained by the model asndnolewas1.9%/F (7,100)=1.302,p =

.257 (meaninghe modelwasnot statisticallysignificant).

Beliefin a just world (b=.210,p=.034)was astatisticallysignificantpositivepredictor
of supportfor useof the counterterrormeasuredaptop surveillance The othervariablesn the

regression model were not significant; (See Appendix Study 10).

SleepDeprivationMeasure- Poland
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A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variables participant age, participant genderght wing authoritarianism, belief in a just
world, mortality salience paranoiaandneedfor closurg to predictsupportfor the physical
counter terror measusteep deprivation.

Thevarianceexplainedoy themodelasawholewas3.3%,F (7,98)=1.507,p=.174
(meaning the model was not statistically significant).

Older participantage( b = . p2.@03wasa statisticallysignificantpositivepredictor
of support for use of the counter terror measleep deprivationThe other variables in the

regression model were not significant; (See Appendix Study 1P).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure- Poland

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variables participant age, participant gender, right wimgithoritarianism, belief in a just
world, mortality salience paranoiaandneedfor closure)to predictsupportfor the physical
counter terror measuthreats of violence

Thevarianceexplainedoy themodelasawholewas6%, F (7,95)=1.928,p=.073
(meaning the model was not statistically significant).

Beliefin a justworld (b=.277,p=.004)andmaleparticipant gendefb=-.188,p =

.044)werestatisticallysignificant positive predictorsf supportfor useof the counterterror

measurehreatsof violence Theothervariablesn theregressiormodelwerenot significant;

(See Appendix Study 1Q).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure Poland
A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variables participant age, participant gender, right wing authoritarianism, belief in a just

world, mortality salience paranoiaandneedfor closurg to predictsupportfor the physical
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counter terror measunedefinite detention
The variance explained by the model as a whole wa$=3%,89) = 1.426p = .205
(meaninghe modelwasnot statisticallysignificant). Thevariablesn theregressioimodel

were not significant; (See Appendix Study 1R).

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure UK

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variableg(participantage,participantgender right wing authoritarianism beliefin a just
world, mortalitysalience, paranoi@andneed for closureto predict support fothe digital
counter terror measusgartphone surveillance

Thevarianceexplainedoy themodelasawholewas3%, F (6,82)=.572,p=.751
(meaning the model was not statistically significant)..

Thevariables intheregression modetlerenot significant; (Seéppendix Study 1S)

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure UK
A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent

variablegparticipantage,participantgender right wing authoritarianismbeliefin a just

world, mortality salience paranoiaandneedfor closurg to predictsupportfor thedigital
counter terror measusgart TVsurveillance

Thevarianceexplainedoy themodelasawholewas0.2%,F (6, 88)=.967,p = .452
(meaning the model was not statistically significant). The variables in the regression model

were not significant; (See Appendix Study 1T).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure UK
A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent

variableg(participantage,participantgender right wing authoritarianism beliefin a just
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world, mortalitysalience, paranoiandneed for closureto predict support fathe digital
counter terror measutaptop surveillance

Thevarianceexplainedby themodelasawholewas3.6%,F (6, 92) = .433,p =855
(meaningthe modelwas notstatisticallysignificant). Thevariablesin theregressiormodel

were not significant; (See Appendix Study 1U).

SleepDeprivationMeasure UK

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variables participant age, participant gender, right wing authoritarianism, belief in a just
world, mortality salience paranoiaandneedfor closure to predictsupportfor the physical
counter terror measusteep deprivation

Thevarianceexplainedoy themodelasawholewas5.3%,F (6,82)=1.818,p=.106
(meaning the model was not statistically significant).

Thevariables intheregressiormodel werenot significant; (Seé\ppendixStudy1V).
Threatsof ViolenceMeasures UK

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variables farticipant age, participant gender, right wing authoritarianism, belief in a just
world, mortality salience paranoiaandneedfor closure to predictsupportfor the physical
counter terror measutbreats of violence

Thevarianceexplainedby themodelasawholewas3.2%,F (6, 77)= .567,p = .755

(meaning the model was nstatistically significant); (See Appendix Study 1W).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure- UK

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variables participant age, participant gender, right wing authoritarianism, belief in a just

world, mortality salience paranoiaandneedfor closurg to predictsupportfor the physical
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counter terror measunedefinite detention.
Thevarianceexplainedoy themodelasawholewas0.2%,F (6, 70)=1.002,p = .418
(meaning thenodel was not statistically significant). The variables in the regression model

were not significant; (See Appendix Study 1X).

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure USA

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variableg(participantage,participantgender right wing authoritarianism beliefin a just
world, mortality salience, paranoiandneed for closureto predict support fathe digital

counter terror measusgnartphone surveillance

Thevarianceexplained by the model asndnolewas 1.6%F (6, 78)=1.232,p =
.299.
(meaninghe modelwasnot statisticallysignificant). Thevariablesn theregressionmodel

were not significant; (See Appendix Study 1Y).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure- USA

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variableg(participantage,participantgender right wing authoritarianism beliefin a just
world, mortalitysalience, paranoiandneed for closureto predict support fathe digital
counter terror measusgart TVsurveillance

Thevarianceexplainedby themodelasawholewas4.2%,F (6, 77) = .447,p = .845
(meaning the model was not statistically significant). The variables in the regression model

were notsignificant; (See Appendix Study 17).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure USA

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
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variablegparticipantage,participantgender right wing authoritarianism beliefin a just
world, mortalitysalience, paranoiandneed for closureto predict support fathe digital
counter terror measutaptop surveillance.

Thevarianceexplainedby themodelasawholewas6.5%,F (6, 78) = .151,p = .988
(meaning the model was nstiatistically significant)..

Thevariables inheregressioomodel werenot significant; (Seé\ppendixStudy1Al).

SleepDeprivationMeasure USA

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variables participant age, participant gender, right wing authoritarianism, belief in a just
world, mortality salience paranoiaandneedfor closure to predictsupportfor the physical
counter terror measusteep deprivation

Thevarianceexplainedoy themodelasawholewas6.1%,F (6,64)=1.752,p=.123
(meaning the model was not statistically significant).

Lower (participant scoresieed for closuréb=-.265,p=.033) was a statistically
significant negative predictor of support for use of the counter terror messepe
deprivation However,giventhe nonsignificanceof themodelasawholetheinterpretation

should be approached with some caution; (See Appendix Study 1B1).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure USA

A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent
variables participant age, participant gender, right wing authoritarianism, belief in a just
world, mortality salience paranoiaandneedfor closurg to predictsupportfor the physical
counter terror measuthbreats of violence.

Thevarianceexplainedby themodelasawholewas2.9%,F (7, .63)=.721,p = .654
(meaning the model was nstitistically significant). The variables in the regression model

were not significant; (See Appendix Study 1C1).
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Indefinite DetentionMeasure USA
A standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of seven independent

variablegparticipantage,participantgender right wing authoritarianism beliefin a just

world, mortality salience paranoiaandneedfor closure to predictsupportfor the physical
counter terror measunedefinite detention.

Thevarianceexplainedby themodelwas1.7%,F (6, 64)=.803,p =.571(meaning
the model was not statistically significant).

Higherscoresof right-wing authoritarianism(b=-.252,p = .046)werea statistically
significant negative predictor. However, given the-sanificance of the model the
interpretatiorshouldbe approacheavith somecaution.Theothervariablesn theregression

model were not significant; (See Appendix Study 1D1).

3.4 Summary Discussion

I n Study 1, a standard multiple regressio
levels ofright-wing authoritarianism, belief in a just world, mortality salience, need for
closureandparanoiapredictedthe supportfor digital andphysicalcounterterrormeasurem

general. Additionally, included as factors in the model vparéicipants ageandgender.

MergedinternationaDataSummary

Regression analysis for the counter terror measure smartphone were positively
predicted by high levels of need for closarel oldemparticipant AgeThe digital measures
of smart TVsurveillanceandlaptop surveillancavere positively predicted by older
participantage This wasalsoa positivepredictorfor the physicalcounterterrormeasuref

sleepdeprivation
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Additionally, positivepredictorsof supportfor threatsof violencewerehigherlevels

of participantparanoiaand participanimale gender

Speculativdndividual CountrySummary

Support for smartphone surveillanceand smart TV surveillance were
positively predicted in the Indian regression analysis by higher leveldeefl for
Closure Older participant age was alsoa positively significant predictor for
smartphonesurveillance.

Higher levels obelief in a just worldamongst Polish participants were a positive
predictor of all three digital measures also for the physical metisegds of violence
maleparticipantgenderwasa statisticallypositivesignificantpredictorfor bothdigital and
physical measuresifhart TVsurveillance and threats of violerjce
Olderparticipant agewasa significantpredictor forsleepdeprivation

U.S.A participantssupportfor sleepdeprivationwaspositively predictedoy higher
levelsof needfor closure Indefinitedetentionwaspredictedby lower levelsof right-wing

authoritarianism.
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Chapter 4 THE ROLE OF MEDIA IN ATTITUDES TOWARDS TERRORISM
This chapter examines the role of media and how consumption of different types
of media may be able to predict participants agreement of acceptable counter terror
measures to be used against terrorist suspects. Also addressed is the variance of media
consumption style dependent on age, and how this forms alternative viewpoints. The

chapter ends with study 2 being presented with a summary discussion of results.

4.1 How doesthe media shapeperception of terror suspectsand counterterrorism?
Terroristattackscreatea devastatingeffectonthe communityinvolveddirectly, anda
destabilising effect on widgpopulations. Theffect, however, can be exacerbated by media
coverage of the terrorist attack, particularly photographic images (lyer et al., 2014). In the
modern age, mass media has a powerful and instant effect on the global community.
Historically, the public wereprovidednewsreportsor photographsnly if theyhadaccesdo
a newspaper or television/radio news. The rise of intdraged information during the
second half of the twentieth century (Morris, 2021) and the widespread possession of smart
phonesprovide news reports and images instantaneously, with many people even receiving
alerts when new headlines are produced.
The effect of media images that are terror related, stress and in turn heighten peoples
risk perceptiongndlikelihood of aterroristattack (Rubaltelletal.,2018). In Rubaltelliand
c o | | estugyparscipantsvereassignedo randomisedroupsandpresenteavith either
several terroristelated or neutral pictures. After exposure to the media, they were then
assessed for risk perception and stress levels. Findings indicated that perceived likelihood of
future attacks was related to exposure to terrorist relating media and higher levels of stress.
Thoseparticipantsscoringhighly on bothrisk perceptiorandpsychologicaktressveremore
willing to accept invasion of individual privacy to improve national security.

Thereis anuneasyelationshipbetweermediaagenciegandperpetrator®f terrorism
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(Beckett, 2016; Ying & Li, 2018). Acts of terrorism rely puablicity to provoke fear, cause
division within society and exhibit their ability for mass violence. Thus, the very act of
reporting a terrorist incident is to some extent meeting the needs of the terrorist (Scrivens et
al., 2020).Accountsof terroristincidentshavebecomesensationalisedndsimplisticin their
nature, possibly due to the pressure of immediacy in reporting. Professionalism within
journalism is challenged by the difficult balance between ethical dilemmas of providing an
information service and mitigating the impact of the terrorist act (Glazzard & Reed, 2021).
While anationalincidentmay benewsworthy andin theinterestof the public, thejournalist
mustengagen somedegreeof socialresponsibility(Rodgers2012),but &heterroristsneed
t he media, and the media find in f{Lequer,ori sm a
1999, pp44).

Theories regarding distribution of mass media take differing perspectives. The magic
bullettheory(Berger,1995)proposeshatthe messageeportedoy mediais like abulletfired
from a O6media gund directly into a vieweros
before the rise of instant access and distribution of news stories via the world wide web.
However journalistsbegarto distributenewstentativelyvia theinternetin 1994(Meek,
2006) almost coinciding with the magic bullet theory (Berger, 1995). Within a decade
increased employment of the internet to distribute and consume news information had
changed the way in which the public consume news and media content (Meek 2006).

In direct contrast the mulstep flow theory (Kastz & Lazarsfeld, 1955) presents a
scenariavhich surprisingly,consideringts dateof formation,is arguablyfar morein context
with the process that media messages are distributed nowadays. Kastz and Lazarsfeld (1955)
suggest that the original media message can become shaped by views of opinion leaders
respected by the public or indeed the viewers own attitudinal bias. The theory proposes that
media is not delivered or distributed in one simple steprbatseries of steps which can

shape and alter the message that was originally given. Subsequently, altering how the
70



situationis framedandthenactedupon,regardles®f whetherthealteredmessagés accurate
or factual. This proposal is possibly most recently illustrated by events after the Southport
stabbings (Culley & Khalil, 2024) where incorrect information regarding the perpetrators

origins was distributed on socialedia.

Consumption of news during recent years has seen a varied trend growing between
age groups. Younger generations frequently prefer to find their news online, this was evident
across nationalities of USA, France, and UK in a raetalysis of over 106 surveys
investigating the impact of digital media on political engagement. Results found politically
motivated news gathering is also seen to have a stronger pull factor for younger generations
(Boulianne & Shehata, 2022). Young people increasingly reject the more mainstream,
traditional sources favoured by older people. Instead, they are mostly drawn to social media
for news(Ohme,2019).This hasgraduallycreateda generationatlivide in personatollation
of news (Newman et al, 2020). Amongst 28-yearolds surveyed 77% of UK younger
generation participants identified social media as their main method of news consumption
(Newmanetal, 2020).Thesepatterngemainsimilarin westernsocietiesvherethe cultureof
news consumption gives a large amount of freedom alongside a general political stability
(Toff & Kalogeropoulos, 2020).

Oneexplanation for this shift in med@nsumption between generations is proposed
to be in part due to younger people being fundamentally more individualistic, therefore
seeking news that is useful or appealing for them rather than useful for society (Reuters
Institute, 2023). Although one factor in this shifting trend, there is also an element of trust
involved. Thenumberof adultsunder30 yearsof agewho placetrustin socialmedianewsis
at its highest level since 2019 (Pew Research Centre, 2022). Research suggests that
disenfranchised youth see social media as a source they can trust as opposed to mainstream
media outlets that they have begun to doubt (Central European University, 2019).

This perceivedack of trustin the media,canhavea detrimentalkeffecton theway that
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younger generations source their news. Altho

applauded (Eltringham, 2014hereis a risk ofan echo chambeaffect when sourcing online

news. Algorithms used within social media to provide the user witinlikeled content can

result in similar opinions and rhetoric that reinforces a shared narrative (Cinelli et al, 2021).
Nonetheless, alternative research has negated this argument in part, with research indicating
that online users with liberal or left political motivations generally partake in-parsisan

media exposure. However, those from all political leanings who partake in a high amount of
newsconsumptioronlinewith a specificinterestin oneareaof newscanbecomepolarisedn

a single viewpoint (Cardenal et al, 2019).

Altheide (2006) during a study of media consumption of terrorism, reported that
media depictions of fear or victimization, and the ensuing patriotism that can arise from this,
contributed to a rise in the level of national identity for viewers of such media. Discussion
based on these findings suggested that social control can be gained through media coverage
of terrorist violence with a bias towards becoming victims to terrorism.

For the purpose of this study internet usage was placed in entertainment media
categoryalthoughit couldbearguedhatpeopleareincreasinglyusingtheinternetfor both
entertainment and current news information gathering dependent on their age category.

4.2 Study 2 The mediarole in predicting attitudes to individual and group terror suspects
facing circumstantial and directly implicating evidence.
4.3Hypotheses

Basedontheresearch coverembove thefollowing hypothesetavebeenformed:
(a) Participantswill showmoresupportfor physicalcounterterror measure# the suspects
presented as foreign
(b) Participantswill showmoresupportfor physicalcounterterror measure# thesuspects
presented as being of minority religious background.

(c) Participantswill showmoresupportfor physicalcounterterror measure# thesuspect
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has directly implicated evidence held against them.

(d) Participantswhoindicatethat terrorismreceivescorrectrepresentationn actionmovies
(which rely on sensationalism and drama rather than factual)daithsupportphysical
counterterror measuresWhereparticipantswhoindicatethatterrorismreceiveghecorrect
representation on BBC/National Geographic television chanméigch are mostly data

driven) will support digital counter terror measures most.

(e) Participantswhoindicatethat terrorismreceivescorrectrepresentationn entertainment
basedmedia(whichrely on asimplisticand stereotypedportrayal of terrorism)will support
physical counter terror measure. Where participants who indicate that terrorism receives
correct representation in information focused media will support digital counter terror

measures.

4.4 Method

The aim of this study was to examine how trust in varied media coveretgm(
moviesdocumentaries, entertainment newspapers, broadsheet newspap#sscial media
such as Facebook and Twitter) predicts the support for both digital and physical counter
terror measures in relation to suspeationality, religionand thetype of evidenckeeld
against that suspect. A convenience sample of the voting public from India, Poland, UK and
USA were recruited for this study. Thus, like in the previous study, the data was used in both
experimentahndcorrelationaknalysesParticipantavererecruitedvia UK Furthereducation
establishments, and contacts at Universities in India, Poland and USA. In addition, the study
was advertised via varied UK and USA social media forums on Facebook, Twitter and
|l nstagr am, and a snowball techniqgue was adop
media page.

A total of 152 participanty59 Males,90 Femalesand3 nonbinary)with anagerange

of 187 68, mean age 29.58D= 10.8) took full part in the study. Sodieconomic
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backgrounds were varied as was the vocation of participants.
Participantsvereprovidedwith a URL link to theonlinestudydesignedisingQualtrics
software. Participants were asked demographic information including gender, age, and
nationality. They were also asked to rate their sense of national identity.

Participants were then given a randomised terrorist scenario (see Appendix Study

2A). Thes u s p gendemasalwaysmale.However thesuspectsationality(foreignor

national), religion (minority or noreligion) andtype of evidenceneld (directly implicating or
circumstantia) weremanipulatedAfter readingwhicheverscenaridheywereallocatedthey
were then asked to rate their support for a varietligifal and physical counter terror
measures on apoint Likert scale. Aftethis was completed, participants wénen asked to
state their level of agreement regarding how various media outlets cover their reporting of
terrorism in proportion to théareat that it poses (ség@pendix C). It took approximately 10
minutes to complete the study.

Oncompletionof datacollection,participantsveresortedinto countrydatasetsas
detailed below:
India, 48 participantg18 Males,30 Femalesyith anagerangel8-50, meanage26.46;SD=
7.4).
Poland 36 participantg14 Males,22 Femaleswith anagerangel8-43, meanage23; SD=
4.72).
UK, 42 participant18 Males,23 Females, 1 nebinary participantwith anagerangel8-
68, mean ag87; SD=17.55).
USA, 26 participantg9Males,15 Females2 nonbinary participantswith anagerangel9-
61, mean age 31.8D= 13.55).

Data was analysed as a merged international dataset (and as individual country
datasets on a speculative level due to shortage of participants)wWéyeaeerged data and

individual country data ANOVAs were then conducted to identify how the manipulation of
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terror suspect nationalit{2 levels:national/foreign , religious identity(2 levels:no
religion/minority religion) andevidence typ€ levels:directly implicating/circumstantial
affectedsupportfor digital (surveillanceof smartphonesurveillanceof smart
TV/surveillance of laptop) and physical (sleep deprivation/threats of violence/indefinite

detention)counter terror measuee

Following this, standard multiple regression models were analysed by merged and
individual country data sets to examine how the trust in the amevtioned media outlets
could predict support for different counter terror measures in general (i.e., regardless of the
manipulated factors). Scores from the four questions for each media type were combined to
createameand c o n f ofd e p c e s escotefarteactenediatype whichwasusedin the

standard regressi@nalysis.

4 5Results

All country data were first analysed in a merged dataset in awWag@x2x2
ANOVA. Subsequently, threeay 2x2x2 ANOVAs were analysed within the separate
country data sets. Due to the limited number of participantsidnadual country analysis
results must be considered speculativédlithough theuseof underpowered sets of data can
create risks of false positives or negatives within results, research predominantly in the areas
of clinical trial literature indicate the potential of including speculative data in research
resultsIf usedwith cautionit maybeanaidto interpretinglargerdatasetsandindicateareas
of research to replicate with increased participant pools (Lipkovich et al., 2017; Brookes et
al., 2004).

Standard multiple regressions were then used to analyse both merged and individual
countrydatasets.Theindividual countrystandardnultiple regressionsontained redictor
variablestrust in action movies, documentariestertainment newspapers, broadsheet

newspapers, social media & participant gend€here is a requirement of at least 15
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participants for each variable (Pallant, 2020), totalling 90 participants for each country data
set. This minimum requirement was not met, and thus the individual country results are

referredtoa® specul ati vebd

Merged Data Analysis Results forindia, Poland, UK & USA.
Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of thnelependent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeon support for smartphone
counterterrormeasuresThemaineffectfor suspechationality[F(1,144)=.003,p = .955,/1 |
=.000],suspecteligion [F(1,144)=.345p=.558,/12 =.002], evidencdype[F(1,144)=.021,
p =.884,/1 E .000] were not statistically significant. Neither was theay interaction:

[F(3,144) = .212p = .646,/1 F .001]; (see Appendix Study 2A).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure

A threeway ANOVA wasperformed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeon support forsmart TV
counterterrormeasuresThemaineffectfor suspechationality[F(1,144)=.403,p=.527,/1 E
.003],suspecteligion [F(1,144)=.292p=.590,/1 F.002],evidencaype[F(1,144)=.511,
p=.476,/1 F.004] were not statistically significant. Neither was theay/ interaction:

[F(3,144)=.006p=.939,/1 F .000]; (see Appendix Study 2B).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeon support for laptop
counterterrormeasuresThemaineffectfor suspechationality[F(1,144)=.085,p=.771,]1 E
.001], Suspecteligion [F(1,144)=.368p=.545,/1 .003],evidencaype[F(1,144)=.160,

76



p=.689,/1 F.001] were not statistically significant. Neither was the&/ interaction:
[F(3,144)= .534p=.466,/1 F .004]; (see Appendix Study 2C)
SleepDeprivationMeasure

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, Suspect religiandevidence typeonsupport for sleep
deprivationcounterterrormeasuresThemaineffectfor suspechationality[F(1,144)=.649,
p=.442,11 E .004],suspect religiofF(1,144)=.038p=.846,/1 F.000], ancevidence type
[F(1,144)= 1.538p=.217,11 E.011 ] were not statistically significant.
Neitherwasthe 3-way interactionF(3,144)=.689,p=.408,/1 E .005]; (seeAppendixStudy

2D).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variableqs u s p eationalitg, Suspecteligion andevidenceaypée on Supportfor threatsof
violence counterterror measurebhe main effect fosuspect nationalit{F(1,144) =.339,
p=.561,11 F .002],Suspect religiofiF(1,144)= .745p=.390,/1 F.005], ancevidence type
[F(1,144)=.088p=.767,/1 .001 ] were not statistically significant.
Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction;[F(3,144)=.322,p=.571,/1 F .002]; (seeAppendixStudy

2E).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, Suspect religiandevidence typeon Support foindefinite
detentioncounterterrormeasuresThemaineffectfors u s p eatonaditg[F(1,144)=.113,
p=.737,11 E .001],suspect religiofF(1,144)=.056p=.813,/1 .000], ancevidence type

[F(1,144)=.002p=.962,/1 F.000 ] were not statistically significant. Neither was thedy
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interaction: F(3,144)= .386p=.535,/1 | .003]; (see Appendix Study 2F).

Speculativelndividual Country Analysis
Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure India

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspechationality, Suspecteligion andevidenceype on supportfor smartphone
surveillance counterterror measurehe main effect fosuspect nationalitj#(1,40) =.459,
p=.502,/1 E .011],suspect religioF(1,40)=.030p=.863,/1 E.001 ],evidence type
[F(1,40)=.430p=.516,/1 E.011 ] were not statistically significant. Neither was theay

interaction: F(1,40)=.321p=.574,/1 [ .008]; (see Appendix Study 2G).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure- India

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeon support forsmart TV
surveillancecounterterrormeasuresThemaineffectfor suspecnhationality[F(1,40)=1.982,
p=.167,11 E .047],suspect religioF(1,40)=.114p=.738,/1 F.003 ],evidence type
[F(1,40)= 2.115p=.154,]1 F.050 ] were not statisticallsignificant. Neither was the\Bay

interaction: F(1,40)=.072p=.790,/1 F .002]; (see Appendix Study 2H).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure India

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeon support for laptop
surveillancecounterterrormeasuresThe main effectfor suspecnationality[F(1,40)=.267,
p=.608,/1 E .007],suspect religiohF(1,40)=.225p=.638,/1 E.006 ],evidence type
[F(1,40)= 2.581p=.116,/1 E.061 ] were not statistically significant. Neither was theay/
interaction: F(1,40)=.379p=.542,11 E .009]; (see Appendix Study 21I).
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SleepDeprivationMeasure India

A threeway ANOVA wasperformed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeon support for sleep
deprivationcounterterrormeasuresThemaineffectfor suspechationality[F(1,40)=3.267,
p=.078,11 E .076],suspect religiorF(1,40)=.038p=.846,/1 E.001 ],evidence type
[F(1,40)=.026p=.873,/1 E.001 ] were not statistically significant. Neither was theed/

interaction: F(1,40)= 3.150p=.084,/1 E .073]; (see Appendix Study 2J).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure- India

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variableqsuspechationality, suspecteligion andevidencdype on Supportfor threatsof
violence counterterror measurehe main effect fosuspect nationalit{F(1,40)= 1.937,
p=.172,11 E .046],suspect religiofF(1,40)=.428p=.517,/1 E.011 ],evidence type
[F(1,40)=1.444,p=.237,/1 E.035]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way

interaction: F(1,40)= .619p=.436,/1 [ .015]; (see Appendix Study 2K).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure India

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspechationality,suspecteligion andevidenceype) on Supportfor indefinite
detentioncounterterrormeasuresThemaineffectfor suspechationality[F(1,40)=2.710,
p=.108,/1 E .063],suspect religioF(1,40)=.043p=.836,/1 E.001 ],evidence type
[F(1,40)= .923p=.342,/1 F.023] were not statistically significant. Neither was th&/

interaction: F(1,40)= .055p=.815,/1 F .001]; (see Appendix Study 2L).
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Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure Poland

A threeway ANOVA wasperformed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspechationality, suspecteligion andevidenceaypée onsupportfor smartphone
surveillancecounter terror measures

The main effect fosuspect religiofiF(1,28)= 4.071p=.053,/1 E.127] was
statistically significant with participants who received a randomised scenario with a suspect
from aminority religion (M=5.396,SD=.467)supportingsmartphonesurveillancemorethan
those facing a neeligion suspectN|=4.187,SD=.375). However, given thémited number
of participants, this finding is speculative.

Themaineffectfor suspechationality[F(1,28)=.697p=.411,E F .024]andevidence
type[F(1,28)= 1.399p=.247,1 E.048] were not statistically significant. Neither was the 3

way interaction: [F(1,28)=.310p=.582,/1 F .011]; (see Appendix Study 2M).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure Poland

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeonsupport forsmart TV
surveillancecounterterrormeasuresThemain effectfor suspechationality[F(1,28)=1.529,
p=.227,11 E .052],suspect religioF(1,28)= 2.240p=.146,J1 .074] andevidence type
[F(1,28)=.953p=.337,/1 E.033] were not statistically significant. Neither was the&/

interaction: F(1,28)= 1.224p=.278,/1 E .042]; (see Appendix Study 2N).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure Poland
A threeway ANOVA wasperformed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeonsupport for laptop

surveillancecounterterrormeasuresThemaineffectfor suspechationality[F(1,28)=1.990,
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p=.169,11 E .066],suspect religiofF(1,28)= 1.494p=.232,/1 .051] andevidence type
[F(1,28)=1.817,p=.189,/1 E.061]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way

interaction: F(1,28)= 2.170p=.152,11 E .072]; (see Appendix Study 20).

SleepDeprivationMeasurd Poland

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religion and evidence)tgpsupport for sleep
deprivationcounterterror measures.

The3wayi nt eracti on: [ F(1,28)= 5.641, p=.025
significant,meaninghatparticipantsupportedhe measuresignificantly moreif theyfaceda
randomised scenario involvingnational suspeatith ano religionand charged with
circumstantial evidencM = 5.00, SE = .773]. Given the tentative nature of this speculative
analysis based on very limited data, however, disambiguating the apparent interaction would
require more participants

Themaineffectfor suspechationality[F(1,28)=.038,p=.847,/1 E .001],suspect
religion [F(1,28)= .074p=.787,/1 E.003] andevidence typf~(1,28)= 3.640p=.067,/1 |
=.115]werenot statisticallysignificant.

The3-way interactionF(1,28)=5.641,p=.025,/1 E .168]wasstatisticallysignificant,
meaning that participants supported the measure significantly more if they faced a
randomised scenario involvingnational suspeatvith ano religionand charged with

circumstantial evidence [M = 5.00, SE = .773Jsee Appendix Study 2P).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure Poland
A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspechationality,suspecteligion andevidencaype on Supportfor threatsof

violencecounterterromeasures.
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The2-way interactionF(1,28)=4.751,p=.038,E F .145]wasstatisticallysignificant
with participants who received a randomised scenario involvingeggn suspeatvith a
minority religion[M=3.833, SE=.612] supportindreats of violencenore than the other
participants. Given the tentative nature of this speculative analysis based on very limited
data, disambiguating the apparent interaction would require more participants.

Themaineffectsfor suspechationality[F(1,28)=1.830,p=.187,/1 | .061],suspect
religion [F(1,28)= 3.531p=.071,/1 F.112] andevidence typfF(1,28)= .006p=.941,/1 |
=.000]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction[F(1,28)=.831,

p=.375,11 F .028]wasnot statisticallysignificant;(seeAppendixStudy2Q).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure Poland
A threeway ANOVA wasperformedio examinetheimpactof threeindependenvariables
(suspecnationality, suspecteligion andevidence typeon supportfor indefinitedetention
counterterror measures.

The3-way interaction[F(1,28)=4.522,p=.042,/1 F .139]wasstatisticallysignificant.
Participants who received a randomised scenario involviregianal suspeawith no
religion andcircumstantial evidencsupportingndefinite detentiorfM = 3.750 SE= .736)
more than the other participants. Given the tentative nature of this speculative analysis based
onvery limited data,disambiguatingheapparentnteractionwould requiremore
participants

Themaineffectsfor suspechationality[F(1,28)=.669,p=.420,E k .023],suspect
religon[ F( 1, 28) = . 669, eyidencetypop F( E) 28)823Dp2@ndp=.

=.001]werenot statistically significant(seeAppendixStudy2R).

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure UK

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
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variablegsuspechationality, suspecteligion andevidenceaypée onsupportfor smartphone
surveillancecounterterrormeasuresThemain effectsfor suspectationality[F(1,34)=.020,
p=.888,/1 F .001],suspect religioF(1,34)=1.037p=.316,/1 F.030 ],evidence type
[F(1,34)=.097p=.758,/1 F.003 ] were not statistically significant. Neither was theay/

interaction: F(1,34)=1.280p=.266,/1 F .036]; (see Appendix Study 2S).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure- UK

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeon support forsmart TV
surveillancecounterterrormeasuresThemain effectsfor suspechationality[F(1,34)=.003,
p=.957,11 E .000],suspect religiohF(1,34)=2.342p=.135,/1 F.064 ],evidence type
[F(1,34)=.003p=.957,/1 F.000] were not statistically significant. Neither was 3h&ay

interaction: F(1,34)=.122p=.729,/1 F .004]; (see Appendix Study 2T).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure UK

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeon support for laptop
surveillancecounterterrormeasuresThemaineffectsfor suspechationality[F(1,34)=.006,
p=.939,/1 E .000],suspect religioF(1,34)=1.260p=.270,/1 F.036],evidence type
[F(1,34)=.173p=.680,/1 F.005]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way

interaction: F(1,34)= 1.424p=.241,11 F .040]; (see Appendix Study 2U).

SleepDeprivationMeasure UK
A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeonsupport for sleep

deprivationcounterterrormeasuresThemaineffectsfor suspechationality[F(1,34)=.104,
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p=.749,11 k .003],suspect religiohF(1,34)=.009p=.926,/1 F.000],evidence type
[F(1,34)=.483p=.492,/1 F.014] were not statistically significant. Neither was th&a3/

interaction: F(1,34)= 2.601p=.116,/1 F .071]; (see Appendix Study 2V).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure- UK

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidenceaype onsupport for threats of
violence counterterror measurédhe main effects fasuspect nationalit{~(1,34)=.036,
p=.850,/1 F .001],suspect religioF(1,34)=.119p=.732,/1 E.003],evidence type
[F(1,34)=1.416,p=.242,/1 F.040]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way

interaction: F(1,34)= 3.174p=.084,/1 F .085]; (see Appendix Study 2W).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure UK
A threeway ANOVA wasperformedio examinetheimpactof threeindependenvariables
(suspecnationality, suspecteligion andevidence typeon supportfor indefinitedetention
counterterror measures

The main effects foevidence typ¢F(1,34)=5. 6 1 5, p=.024, E|

statisticallysignificant.Participantsvho received aandomisedcenariowith directly

implicatingevidencgM=2.600,SD=.318] supportedndefinitedetentionrmorethanthose
facing the scenario witbircumstantial evidencéM=1.50, SD=.339).

Themaineffectsfor suspecnhationality [F(1,34)=.418p=.522,/1 E .012]andsuspect
religion [F(1,34)=.871p=.357,/1 F.025]werenot statisticallysignificant. Neithemwasthe 3-

way interaction: F(1,34)= 1.011p=.322,/1  .029]; (see Appendix Study 2X).

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure USA

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
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variablegsuspechationality, suspecteligion andevidenceaypée onsupportfor smartphone
surveillance counterterror measurehe main effects fasuspect nationality
[F(1,18)=2.068p=.168,/1 F .103],suspect religiorF(1,18)= ,866p=.364,/1 F.046 ],
evidencedype[F(1,18)=.458p=.507,/1 F.025] werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwas

the 3way interaction: F(1,18)=.716p=.409,/1 | .038] ; (see Appendix Study 2Y).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure- USA

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of thnelependent
variablegsuspechationality,suspecteligion andevidenceype onsupportfor smart TV
Surveillance counterterror measurdhe main effects fasuspect nationality
[F(1,18)=1.282p=.272,/1 k .066],suspect religiorfF(1,18)= 1.890p=.186,/1 [.095 |,
evidencaype[F(1,18)=.164p=.691,/1 F.009] werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwas

the 3way interaction: F(1,18)=.105p=.750,/1 | .006];(see Appendix 2Z).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure USA

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeonsupport for laptop
surveillance counterterror measuréhe main effects fosuspect nationalitjyf(1,18)=
1.867,p=.189,/1 E .094],suspecteligion [F(1,18)=.756,p=.396,/1 .040],evidencdype
[F(1,18)=.386p=.542,/1 E.021 ] were not statistically significant. Neither was thedy

interaction: F(1,18)=.756p=.396,/1 F .040]; (see Appendix Stud®Al).

SleepDeprivationMeasure USA

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeon Support for Sleep
DeprivationcounterterrormeasuresThemaineffectsfor suspechationality[F(1,18)=.320,

p=.579,/1 F .017],suspect religioF(1,18)= .010p=.923,/1 F.001],evidence type
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[F(1,18)=.201p=.659,/1 F.011] were not statistically significant. Neither was th&s3/

interaction: F(1,18)=.201p=.659,/1 F .011]; (see Appendix Study 2B1).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure USA

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspechationality, suspecteligion andevidenceype on supportfor threatsof
violencecounterterrormeasuresThe maineffectsfor suspechationality[F(1,18)=3.943,
p=.063,/1 k .180],suspect religiohF(1,18)= .053p=.821,/1 F.003],evidence type
[F(1,18)=.011p=.918,/1 F.001] were not statisticallsignificant. Neither was the\Bay

interaction: F(1,18)=.420p=.525,11 F .023]; (see Appendix Study 2C1).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure- USA

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeonsupport for indefinite
detentioncounterterrormeasuresThemaineffectsfor suspechationality[F(1,18)=3.615,
p=.073,/1 E .167],suspect religiofF(1,18)= .021p=.885,/1 F.001],evidence type
[F(1,18)= 1.890p=.186,/1 E.095] were not statistically significant. Neither was the/

interaction: F(1,18)=.145p=.708,/1 F .008]; (see Appendix Study 2D1).

Study 2 Merged Data RegressionAnalysis for India, Poland, UK & USA

Smartphon&urveillancevieasure
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outlets ofaction movies, documentaries, entertainment newspapers, broadsheet newspapers
andsocialmediapredictthe supportfor smartphonesurveillanceasa counterterrormeasure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mendlehe model was al so p

The total variance explained by the model as a whole was 5.8%, F (6,145) = 2.56,
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p=.022,adjustedR?=.058.Theregressiormodelwasnot statisticallysignificant;(seeStudy?2

Regression Appendix A).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure
A standardnultiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdroadsheehewspapers

andsocial medigoredict the support famart TVsurveillanceas a counter terror measure.

I ncluded as a factor i mendehe model was al

Thetotal varianceexplainedby the modelasawholewas47%,F (6,145)= 6.26,p=<.001,
adjusted R2=.474

trustin actionmovieg b = p=8308),femaleparticipantgender( b = p=805)andtrustin
socialmedigd b=. 71, p=.004) were statistically

surveillance obmart TVcounter terror measure; (see Study 2 Regression Appendix B).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure

A standard multiple linearegression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
andsocial medigredict the support fdaptop surveillanceas a counter terror measure.
Includedasafactorin themodelwas alsgarticipant®gender.

The total variance explained by the model as a whole was 6.7%, F (6,145) = 2.81,
p=.013,adjustedr?=.067.Therewereno statisticallysignificantpredictorsfor surveillanceof

laptopas a counter terraneasure within the model; (see StudyrR2gression Appendix C).

SleepDeprivationMeasure
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media

outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperd)roadsheehewspapers
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andsocial medigoredict the support faleep deprivatioms a counter terror measure.
Includedasafactorin themodelwasalsop ar t i Genpe.nt s 6

Thetotal varianceexplainedby the modelasawholewas17.3%,F (6,145)= 6.26,
p<.01, adjusted R2=.173rust in entertainment newspapé¢rd =. 29, p=.029) was
statistically significant positive predictor of support $beep deprivatiowounter terror

measure; (see Study 2 Regression Appendix D).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure

A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social mediaredict the support fdhreats of violencas a counter terraneasure.
Includedasafactorin themodelwasalsop ar t i Genpa.nt s 6

Thetotal varianceexplainedby the modelasawholewas13.2%, H6,145) =4.82,
p<.01, adjusted R2=.13Zrust in action movie b=. 353, p=.017) was a st
significantpositivepredictorof supportfor threatsof violencecounterterrormeasure(see

Study 2 Regression Appendix E).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media

outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperd)roadsheehewspapers

andsocial medigredict the acceptance iodefinite detentioms a counter terror measure.

|l ncluded as a factor i rGenddre model was al so p
The total variance explained by the model as a whole was 2E.@34,45) = 9.20,

p<.001, adjusted R2=.248rust in action movies b =. 3 3 8, entertaidbm@edt) an d

newspaperg b = . @2.819)werestatisticallysignificantpositivepredictorsof supportfor

indefinite detentioms a counter terror measure; (see Study 2 Regression Appendix F).
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A standardnultiple regressiowasalsoperformedon generaldigital & physicalcounter

terror measures for merged data, thus offering a broader, but less nuanced, perspective.

Digital Measures
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media

outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers

andsocial medigredict the acceptance digital measures in generak a counter terror

measur e. |l ncluded as a facogpgemder i n the model w
The totalvariance explained by the model as a whole was 6.6%, F (6,145) = 2.78,

p=.014, adjusted R2=.066. There were no statistically significant predictors for digital

measuref general as counterterrormeasurevithin themodel;(seeStudy2 Regression

Appendix G).

PhysicalMeasures
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
andsocial medigoredict the acceptance plfiysical measures in genei@ a counter terror
measur e. |l ncluded as a facgemgdger.i n the model W
The total variance explained by the model as a whole was 25.3%, F (6,145) = 9.54,
p=<.001, adjusted R?=.25Brust in action movie§ b =. 28 9, entertaidet) and
newspaper§ b=. 286, p=.008) were statistically sig
physicalmeasuresn generalasa counterterrormeasure(seeStudy2 Regressio\ppendix

H).
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Speculativelndividual Country RegressionAnalysis Results

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure India
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social medi@redict the acceptance sxinartphone surveillancas a counter terror
measur e. |l ncluded as a facogemder,.in the model w
The total variance explained by the model as a whole wasB{8129) = 6.26,
p<.01,adjustedr*=.474.Participantmalegender(b=.27,p=.048)andtrustin socialmedia
(b=.57,p=.004)werestatistically significant positive predictors of support$arartphone
surveillancecounter terror measure. The other factors in the regression model were not

statistically significant; (see Study 2 Regression Appendix I).

SmartTV SurveillanceMeasure- India
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outlets ofaction movies, documentaries, entertainment newspapers, broadsheet newspapers
andsocialmediapredicttheacceptancef smart TVsurveillanceasacounterterrormeasure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mendehe model was al so p
The total variance explained by the model as a whole was B.88#}1) = .73p=
0.62,adjustedR%= -.035. Theregressiormodelwasnot statisticallysignificant; (seeStudy2

Regression Appendix J).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure India
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media

outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
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andsocialmediapredicttheacceptancef laptop surveillanceasa counterterrormeasure.

|l ncluded as a factor i mendtehe model was al
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 3.4%k (6,41) = 1.27p=

.29,adjustedRr%=.034.Theregressioomodelwasnot statisticallysignificant;(seeStudy2

Regression Appendix K.)

SleepDeprivationMeasure- India

A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social mediaredict the acceptance sieep deprivatioms a counter terror measure.
Includedasafactorin themodelwasalsop ar t i @engea nt s 6

Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 4.3%k (6,41) = 1.35p=
.26,adjustedRr%=.043.Theregressioomodelwasnot statisticallysignificant;(seeStudy2

Regression Appendix L).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure India

A standard multipléinear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social medipredict the acceptance tireats of violencas a counter terror measure.
Includedasafactorin themodelwasalsop ar t i @engea nt s 6

Thetotal variancesxplained bythe model as whole was 1.9%k (6,41) = .85p=
.54,adjustedR®= -.019Theregressiormodelwasnot statisticallysignificant; (seeStudy 2

Regression Appendix M).
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Indefinite DetentionMeasure India
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social medi@redict the acceptance inidefinite detentioms a counter terror measure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mendlehe model was also p
The total variance explained by the model as a whole was less th&n(@%]1) =
1.00,p=.44,adjustedR%= .001. Theregressiomodelwasnot statisticallysignificant; (see

Study 2 Regression Appendix N).

A standardnultiple regressiorwasalsoperformedon generaldigital andphysical

counter terror measures for Indian data.

Digital Measures India
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheenewspapers
and social mediaredict the acceptance diyital measures in generak a counter terror
measur e. |l ncluded as a facogemder,.in the model w
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 2.5%k (6,41) = 1.203p=
.324,adjustedR%= .025. Theregressiormodelwasnot statisticallysignificant;(seeStudy 2

Regression Appendix O).

PhysicalMeasures India

A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media

outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperd)roadsheehewspapers
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andsocialmediapredicttheacceptancef physicalmeasuresn generalasacounterterror
measure. Included as a factor in the model was also partigeader.

Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 5.3%k (6,41) = 1.43p=
.225,adjustedR%= .053. Theregressioimodelwasnot statisticallysignificant;(seeStudy 2

Regression Appendix P).

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure Poland
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media

outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers

and social mediaredict the acceptance sxihartphone surveillancas a counter terror

measur e. |l ncluded as a facogemder,.in the model w
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 1.2%k (6,29) = 1.072p =

402, adjuste@R®=.012. Participanfemale gendef b = . [3936), was a statistically

significantpositivepredictorof supportfor smartphonesurveillancecounterterrormeasure.

The other factors in the regression model were not statistically significant; (see Study 2

Regression Appendix Q).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure Poland
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outlets ofaction movies, documentaries, entertainment newspapers, broadsheet newspapers
andsocialmediapredicttheacceptancef smart TVsurveillanceasacounterterrormeasure.
l ncluded as a factor i mendehe model was al so p
The total variance explained by the model as a whole was less th&n(&@%9) =
1.032,p = .425,adjustedR%=.006.Theregressiormodelwasnot statisticallysignificant;(see

Study 2 Appendix R).
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LaptopSurveillanceMeasure Poland
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media

outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers

and social medi@redict the acceptance laptop surveillances a counter terror measure.

|l ncluded as a factor i mendlehe model was also p
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 11.6%; (6,29)= 1.76,p=

.14, adjustedR#=.116. ParticipanfFemale Gendefb=.510,p=.005) was atatistically

significantpositivepredictorof supportfor laptop surveillancecounterterrormeasureThe

other factors in the regression model were not statistically significant; (see Study 2

Regression Appendix S).

SleepDeprivationMeasure- Poland

A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social mediaredict the acceptance sitep deprivatioms a counteilerror measure.
Includedasafactorin themodelwasalsop ar t i @engea nt s 6

Thetotal variancesxplained bythe model as whole was 21.8% (6,29)= 2.63,p=
.037, adjustedR®= .218 Trust in social medig=.471,p=.040) was atatistically significant
positivepredictorof supportfor sleepdeprivationcounterterrormeasureTheotherfactorsin

the regression model were not statistically significant; (see Study 2 Regression Appendix T).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure- Poland

A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media

outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperd)roadsheehewspapers
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andsocialmediapredicttheacceptancef threatsof violenceasa counterterrormeasure.

|l ncluded as a factor i mendlehe model was also p
Thetotal varianceexplained by the model asnnole was 1.7%k (6,29) = .904p=

.51,adjustedR®=-.017.Theregressiormodelwasnot statisticallysignificant; (seeStudy2

Regression Appendix U).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure Poland
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media

outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers

and social mediaredict the acceptance infdefinite detentioms a counter terror measure.

|l ncluded as a factor i mendlehe model was al so p
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 47.4% (6,29)= 6.26,p=

<.001,adjustedR%= .474 Trustin actionmovieq b = . @&.85],participantfemalegender(

b = . 2p7.@8) andlrust in social medig b = . 5.608),were statistically significant

positive predictors of support fordefinite detentiorwounter terror measure. The other

factors in the regression model were not statistically significant; (see Study 2 Regression

Appendix V).

A standardnultiple regressiorwasalsoperformedon generaligital & physicalcounter

terror measures for Polish data.

Digital Measures Poland

A standard multiple linear regression weed to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social medi@redict the acceptance digital measures in generak a counter terror

measur e. |l ncluded as a facogemder,.in the model w
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Thetotal varianceexplainedby the modelasawholewas 47.4%F (6,29) =1.140,p=.365,
adjustedR%= .474.Participanfemalegender( b = . 44.(28)wasa statisticallysignificant
positive predictor of support for the usedigital measures in generak counter terror
measure. The other factors in the regression model were not statistically significant; (see

Study 2 Regression Appendix W).

PhysicalMeasures Poland
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media

outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers

and social medigredict the acceptance pliysical measures in genews a counter terror

measur e. |l ncluded as a facogemder,.in the model w
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 26%k- (6,29) = 3.053p=

.019, adjusted®R®= .260. There were no statistically significant predictors for physical

measurefn generalasa counterterrormeasuravithin theregressioimodel.(seeStudy2

Regression Appendix X).

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure UK
A standard multiple linear regression was useekmmine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social mediaredict the acceptance sxinartphone surveillancas a counter terror
measure. Included as a facwgamder.i n the model w
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 5.6%# (6,35) = 1.40p =
.241,adjustedR%=.056.Theregressionmodelwasnot statisticallysignificant;(seeStudy2

Regression Appendix Y).
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Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure- UK
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media

outlets ofaction movies, documentaries, entertainment newspapers, broadsheet newspapers

andsocialmediapredicttheacceptancef smart TVsurveillanceasacounterterrormeasure.

|l ncluded as a factor i mendlehe model was also p
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 22%k- (6,35) = 2.94p =

.020, adjustedR®=.221. There were no statistically significant predictorsrmoért TV

surveillanceasa counterterrormeasuravithin the regressiomodel;(seeStudy2 Regression

Appendix Z).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure- UK
A standard multiple linearegression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social medigredict the acceptance laptop surveillances a counter terror measure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mendlehe model was al so p
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 3.7%k (6,35) = 1.26p=
.30,adjustedR%=.037.Theregressioomodelwasnot statisticallysignificant;(seeStudy2

Regression Appendix Al).

SleepDeprivationMeasure- UK

A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariesgntertainmenhewspaperd)roadsheehewspapers
and social medigredict the acceptance sleep deprivatioms a counter terror measure.

Includedasafactorin themodelwasalsop ar t i gengea nt s 6
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Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 30.7% (6,35)=4.03,p=
.004, adjuste@®®= .307 Trust in entertainment newspapérd = . 5.206),was a
statistically significant positive predictor of support $teep deprivatiowounter terror
measureTheotherfactorsin theregressioomodelwerenot statisticallysignificant;(see

Study 2 Regression Appendix B1).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure UK

A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social medigredict the acceptance thireats of violencas a counter terror measure.
Includedasafactorin themodelwasalsop ar t i @engea nt s 6

Thetotal varianceexplainedoy the modehs awholewas1.7%,F (6,35) = 2.70p=
.029, adjuste@®R®:= -.017.Trust in entertainment newspapérd = . pt.041),was a
statisticallysignificantpositivepredictorof supportfor threatsof violencecounterterror
measureTheotherfactorsin theregressioomodelwerenot statisticallysignificant;(see

Study 2 Regression Appendix C1).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure UK
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social medipredict the acceptance iodefinite detentioms a counter terror measure.
l ncluded as a factor i mendehe model was al so p
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 47.4% (6,35)=6.26,p=
<.001,adjustedR%= .474.Trustin action movieg b = . @&.85],participantfemalegender

( b = . p.048),andrustin socialmedia( b = . &.608)werestatisticallysignificant
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positive predictors of support fordefinite detentiorwounter terror measure. The other
factorsin theregressiormodelwerenot statisticallysignificant; (seeStudy2 Regression

Appendix D1).

A standardnultiple regressiorwasalsoperformedon generakupportfor digital & physical

measures for UK data.

Digital Measures UK
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social medi@redict the acceptance digital measures in generak a counter terror
measur e. |l ncluded as a facogemder,.in the model w
Thetotal varianceexplained by the model asndnole was 11.1% (6,35)= 1.854,p=
.117,adjustedR%= .111.Theregressioomodelwasnot statisticallysignificant;(seeStudy2

Regression Appendix E1).

PhysicalMeasures UK
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social medigredict the acceptance plfiysical measures in genews a counter terror
measure. Included as a facwgamder.i n the model w
Thetotal variancesxplained bythe model as whole was 29.7% (6,35)= 3.893,p=
.004, adjuste@®R®= .297 Trust in entertainment newspapérd = 2 p=60819 was a

statisticallysignificantpositivepredictorof supportfor useof physicalmeasuresn general
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asacounterterrormeasureTheotherfactorsin theregressiormodelwerenot statistically

significant; (see Study 2 Regression Appendix F1).

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure USA
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social medi@redict the acceptance sxihartphone surveillancas a counter terror
measur e. |l ncluded as a facogemder,.in the model w
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 10.6% (6,19)= 1.50,p =
.233,adjustedR%.106.Theregressionrmodelwasnot statisticallysignificant;(seeStudy2

Regression Appendix G1).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure- USA
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outlets ofaction movies, documentaries, entertainment newspapers, broadsheet newspapers
andsocialmediapredicttheacceptancef smart TVsurveillanceasacounterterrormeasure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mendlehe model was al so p
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 4.3%# (6,19) = 1.19p =
.355,adjustedR%=.043.Theregressiormodelwasnot statisticallysignificant; (seeStudy 2

Regression Appendix H1).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure USA

A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trustnrethe

outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperd)roadsheehewspapers
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andsocialmediapredicttheacceptancef laptop surveillanceasa counterterrormeasure.

|l ncluded as a factor i mendtehe model was al
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 4.8%k (6,19) = 1.21p=

.344,adjustedR%=.048.Theregressiormodelwasnot statisticallysignificant; (seeStudy 2

Regression Appendix 11).

SleepDeprivationMeasure- USA

A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social mediaredict the acceptance sieep deprivatioms a counter terror measure.
Includedasafactorin themodelwasalsop ar t i @engea nt s 6

Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 24.8% (6,19)= 2.37,p=
.070, adjustedR®= .248 Trust in action movies b = . [A=.0@5¥was a statistically
significantpositivepredictorof supportfor sleepdeprivationcounterterrormeasureThe
other factors in the regression model were not statistically significant; (see Study 2

Regression Appendix J1).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure USA

A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social medipredict the acceptance tireats of violencas a counter terror measure.
Includedasafactorin themodelwasalsop ar t i @engea nt s 6

Thetotal variancesxplained by the model asndnole was 2.8%k (6,19) = 2.62p=

.051,adjustedR%=-.028 Trustin action movieg b = . A=.0@5wasa statistically
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significantpositivepredictorof supportfor threatsof violencecounterterrormeasureThe
other factors in theegression model were not statistically significant; (see Study 2

Regression Appendix K1).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure USA
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social mediaredict the acceptance infdefinite detentioms a counter terror measure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mendlehe model was also p
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 44.5% (6,19)= 4.34,p=
.006,adjustedR%= .445 Trustin actionmovieqy b = 1p=.00RQ)wasa statisticallysignificant
positivepredictorof support forindefinitedetentioncounterterrormeasure. Thether factors
in the regression model were not statistically significant; (see Study 2 Regression Appendix

L1).

A standardnultiple regressiorwasalsoperformedon generakupportfor digital & physical
measures for USA data.
Digital Measures USA
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media
outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers
and social medi@redict the acceptance digital measures in generak a counter terror
measure. Included as a facwgamder.i n the model w
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 6.5%%- (6,19) = 1.287p=
.310,adjustedR%= .065. Theregressioimodelwasnot statisticallysignificant; (seeStudy2

Regression Appendix M1).
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PhysicalMeasures USA
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how trust in the media

outletsof actionmoviesdocumentariegntertainmenhewspaperdyroadsheehewspapers

and social medi@redict the acceptance pliysical measures in genews a counter terror

measur e. |l ncluded as a facogemder,.in the model w
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 42.8% (6,19)= 4.120,p=

.008, adjuste@®R®:= .428 Lower trust in entertainment newspapéré-504,p=.05) was a

statisticallysignificantpositive predictorof supportfor useof physicalmeasuresn general

as counter terror measure. The other factors inepeession model were not statistically

significant; (see Study 2 Regression Appendix N1).

4.6 Summary Discussion

MergedDataAnalysis ResultSummaryDiscussion

All hypothesesverepartially supportedn thestudy. Threeway ANOVA analyses
wereperformed on merged country data to identify which of the variablespéct
nationality, suspect religiorgndtype of evidengeéhad on support for digital and physical
counter terror measures. The analysis did not return significant findings.

Standard multiple regressions were then performed on the merged data to discover
significant predictors for support of the counter terror measure variables used in the study.
Supportfor the counterterrormeasuref surveillanceof smart TViwerepositively predicted

by trust in action movies, female genderdtrust in social media
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Sleepdeprivationwaspositively predictedoy trustin entertainmenhewspapers
Support forthreats of violencandindefinite detentiomeasures were also positively
predictedoy trust in entertainmenhewspapemedia,additionallytrustin the portrayalof
terrorism inaction moviesFinally support fophysical measures in generaere again

positively predicted byrust in entertainment newspapensdaction movianedia.

Speculative IndividuaCountryDataAnalysisSummaryDiscussion

Within thesinglecountry,threeway ANOVAs significantfindingswerefoundfor
analysis of Polish and UK data. Polish participants displayed significant support for
smartphone surveillancepunter terror measure if the suspect hadreority religion.
Polishparticipantsupportfor the sleepdeprivationcounterterrormeasuravasdisplayedn
a threeway interaction where a scenario that containedtenal suspec¢twith no religion
andcircumstantial evidenceeceived a statistically higher level of support for this counter
terror measurelhreats of violenceeceived a significant level of support from Polish
participants with a twavay interaction betweeforeign suspecatndminority religion.
indefinite detention the Polish data ANOVA analysis was the final measure to receive a
statisticallysignificantthreeway interactionbetweemational suspectwith noreligion and
circumstantial evidence

UK data showed significant support for the counter terror measimdedinite
detention thiswasdisplayedwhenparticipantseceiveda scenariovherethesuspechad
directlyimplicatedevidence held against them.

Standard multiple regressions were then performed to examine how levels of trust in
various media outlets can significantly predict the level of support for varied counter terror

measuredndianregressioranalysisevidencedsariablesof malegenderandhigherlevelsof
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trustin socialmediaaspositivepredictorsof supportfor smartphonesurveillanceasa
counter terror measure.

Within thePolishregressioranalysisfemalegenderwasa positivepredictorfor
support of bottsmartphoneandlaptop surveillances a counter terror measure.
RegardingPolishphysicalcountermeasuredyigherlevelsof trustin socialmediawasa
positive predictor of support fateep deprivatioms a counter terror measure.

Additionally higher levels of trust iaction moviesndfemale gendewere positive
predictorsfor supportfor indefinitedetention Polishsupportfor digital measuresn general
was positively predicted bigmale gender.

UK regression analysis did not display any positive predictors for digital counter
terror measures. In contrast. several positive predictors were identified for physical counter
terror measures with higher levels of truseimertainment newspapebpging a positive
predictorfor physicalmeasuresn general,sleepdeprivationandthreatsof violencecounter
terror measures. UK participants supportifaefinite detentionvas significantly predicted
by three variables: Higher levels of trusiiction movieshigher levels of trust isocial
mediaand participantemale gender.

In similarity with the UK therewereno positivepredictorsfor digital terrormeasures
int the USA analysis. All three of the physical measures however were positively predicted
by higher levels of support faction moviesPhysical measures in generaére positively

predicted by a lower level of trust @mtertainment newspapers.
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Chapter 5 TRUST IN AUTHORITIES AND ATTITUDES TO WARDS TERRORISM

This chapter focuses on trust in authorities, examining whether higher or lower
|l evel s of trust can predict a participantos
measures towards a terrorist suspect, in both detection and evidence gathering after

arrest. Study 3 concludes this chapter with associated summary discussion of results.

5.1How doestrust in authorities shapeour perception of terror suspectsand
counterterrorism?

The roleauthorities have in negating public apprehension of terrorist tisraat
only imperative in respect to a countraefence It can also shape societtéreotyped
perceptions surroundingho we should fear as terrorist suspe$tatistically, terrorism
poses only a small risk to people, attacks are rare but often devastsiiogkyngwhichis

why fearof aterroristattackgeneratesa largeanxietyto the
public (Roser et al., 2022).

When people are anxious for their safety they look towards authorities and
government to ensure their protection (Van Der Does et al., 2019). If the public do not feel
their anxiety is negated by governmergal t h o actiohsiorepslidies, they tend to act for
themselves in an effort to forestall being involved in an attack. An example of this was in the
aftermath of the 9/11 attacks in the U.S.A, where a substantial inaneaséorvehicle
accidentsvasrecordedn thefollowing year.Althoughdriving on roads is a far riskier
method of travel than flying, people chose to drive rather than fly directly after 9/11, as they
felt this gave them a level of autonomy over their safety that border control, airspace had not
afforded those killed in the terrorist attack (Gigeren2666).

It is suggested that immediately after a country experiences a terrorist attack,
levels of fear among citizens reaches a peak, which results in the public turning their

trustto thegovernmento reducetheir feelingsof anxiety(Crijns etal., 2017),this has
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been referred to as a Oreversed relationship
publicbs trust rather than trust because of
However, this pattern of trust is proposed to be short lived as displayed in USA after
the effects of 9/11 dissipated (Chanley, 2002) and Spain, Madrid and Belgiuth@eent
of attacks there (Van Der Does, 2019). This behaviour echoes findings of the evolutionary
theory which proposes that people turn to those who can protect them in a period of
heightenedear, butthenexperienceanexpediatedeturnto levelsof normality oncethatfear
reduces (Gross et al., 2009).
There are two kinds of trust that citizens can place in authoritiegawginments.
Firstly, calculative trust which relates to assessment of previous actions and predictions of
future ones, regardless of agreement with these actions. Secondly, relational trust that stems

from emotionalconfidenceof ashareddentity andperceivedeeling of sharedvalues(Poppo

etal, 2015). Bothformsof trustcanreducefearof terrorism,it is proposedhatrelational
trust has a more significant effect and also mediates the reassurance formed through
calculative trust (Van der Does, 2019).

As terrorism and fear of such is associated with heightened emotions it is a logical
step to accept that the experiential level based in relational trust rather than the analytical
approach of calculative trust would be more
(Hoffmann& Shelby,2017).Thiswouldindicatethatafeeling of securityandreducedear
rising from relational trust would reflect an agreement with the said governments counter
terror measures, as these are shared values betwgarbtitenvho feel secure, and the
government who are protecting (Parker et al., 2017).

This however is contradicted in the vocalised anxieties regarding suspicion of digital
monitoring both through CCTV and large data grabs. Over two decades the use of CCTV
cameras to detect and prevent crime have taken a central role across the globe, alongside this

growth in surveillance a corresponding concern regarding loss of civil liberties has gained
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momentum (Thomas et al., 2021). Suggestions are that CCTV surveillance in USA (Jung &
Wheeler, 2021), Poland (Matczak et al., 2021), UK and India (Thomas et al., 2021) has a
modest effect on crime, that is outweighed by the cost of installation and monitoring devices.
The recent move to enhanced facial recognition (FRT) surveillance has raised a heightened
debataegardinghe complexethicssurroundingheuseof suchtechnologiegAlmeidaetal.,

2021) and additional questions of whether there are other motivations surrounding the use of
FRT other than purely crime prevention/detection (Norris & Armstrong, 2000). There is also
similar uneaseegarding the levadf datasurveillancehe publicincreasinglyface (Browning

& Arrigo, 2020;Fontesetal., 2022)with questiondeingraisedconcerninghow muchof this

do weneed and how do we want it implemented?

Increased security at borders has a mixed response across the countries involved in
the study. USA potentially have the most controversial debates. The former president Donald
Trumpds introduction of measures that target
groups in theountry, some supporting thesghterimmigration controls and others who felt
thiswasdiscriminatory anda blatantattemptto reduceimmigrationfrom minority ethnicities
under an artierror guise (Haner et al., 2020).

Discussion and deliberations continue regarding the level of trust the public have in
such counteterror policies. There is a fine line between trust in the government policy and
acceptance of the tighter controls amfsingements of civil liberty that this holds. There are
several perspectives on this; research across Europe indicates there is a fundamental need to
live in a secure environment and if this depends on enhanced surveillance/monitoring of our
daily lives then the public are accepting of these measures (Ziller & Helbling, 2020). An
alternative viewpoint is that acceptance of these policies depends on trust in the governments
underlyingmotivations,with callsfor furthertransparencgndaneedto6 wa thewhat c her s 6
(Westerlund et al., 2021; loannou & Tussyadiah, 2021).

With a focus on physical counter terror measures and publics acceptance of such,
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there is a greater link between public perception of threat and distrust of governments ability

to prevent this. Indeed, as lack of trust in governments capability grows so too does the level

of acceptance of physical measures such as torture on suspected terrorists (Zugravu et al.,

2023). This is supported by the overwhelming support within America and UK for the

060Gl obal War on Terrord® announced i mmedi ately
supportedy governmentegislationtherehasbeentreatmenbpf detaineeshatincludesabuse

and indefinite detention without trial (Sanders, 2022). However, despite these government

actions, terror attacks within USA and Europe continue. This may fuel overall public

acceptance through the previously discussed calculative trust in authorities. That although

tortureanddegradingdetentionis notagreedwith it is seenasamustto preventfurtherharm

to society (Van Der Does et al., 2019).

5.2 Study 3: Therole of trust in authorities in predicting attitudes to individual and

group terror suspects facing circumstantial and directly implicatingevidence.

As detailedabove the currentstudyseekgo examinehow differenttypes oftrustin

authorities can predict the support for digital and physical counter terror measures,

5.3Hypotheses

Basedontheliteraturecoveredabove, thdollowing hypothesefiavebeenformed:

5.3.1 Participantswill showmoresupportfor physicalcounterterror measure$ the
suspect is foreign.

5.3.2 Participantswill showmoresupportfor physicalcounterterror measures the
suspect has a minoritgligion.

5.3.3 Participantswill showmoresupportfor physicalcounterterror measure# the
suspect has directly implicated evidence held against them.

5.3.4 Participantswhoindicatehigh levelsof trustin authoritieswill supportdigital
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counterterror measures most.
5.3.5 Participantswhoindicatelow levelsof trustin authorities willsupportphysicalcounter

terrormeasuresnost.

5.4 Method

Theaim of this studywasto examinehow trustin authoritiesdomesticounterintelligence,
overseas countentelligence, border force officers, electronic border controls, counter

terror police and judgespredicts the support for both digital and physical counter terror

measures generali.e., regardles®f manipulateddentity factors).Thesamestudyalso
examined t he i mpaioality(2 levels:natonaléfaregyp, eelgibn(s
levels:no religion/minority religion and theype of evidencg@irectly
implicating/circumstantigl held against them on the support for the measures.

A conveniencsampleof thevoting public from India, Poland,UK andUSA wererecruited
for this study.

Participants were recruited via UK Further education establishments and contacts at
Universities in India, Poland and USA. In addition, the study was advertised via varied UK
andUSA socialmediaforumson FacebookTwitter andInstagramanda snowballtechnique
was adopted from the mainpagesearcher s perso
196 participanty86 Males,109 Femalesandl1 non-binary)with anagerangeof 181 68,
mean age 33.08D= 10.36) consented to take part in the study. Soelconomic
backgrounds were varied as was the vocation of participants.

Participantsvereprovidedwith a URL link to theonlinestudydesignedisingQualtrics
software.

Participants were asked demographic information including gender, age, and

nationality. Theywerealsoaskedo ratetheir senseof nationalidentity on ascaleof 1 to 7,
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with 7 being the highest level of perceived participant national identity.
Participantarethengivenarandomisederroristscenario (seAppendixA). The

suspect6bs gender was al ways mal e. However, t

religion (minority/no religion) and type of evidence held (directly

implicating/circumstantial) were manipulaté&ter readingwhicheverscenariadheywere

allocatedheywerethenaskedo rate their support for a variety of digital and physical

counterterror measures on apoint Likerttype scale.

After thiswascompletedparticipantsverethenaskedstatetheir level of trustin
various authorities (see appendix D). It took approximately 10 minutes to complete the
study.

Oncompletionof datacollectionparticipantsveresortedinto countrydatasetsas
detailedbelow.

India, 52 participantq18 Males,34 Femaleswith anagerangel9-49, meanage
26.73;SD=6.21)

Poland 59 participants (19 Males, 4&males, with an agangel8-55, mean ag23.32;SD
=5.22)

UK, 50 participantg31 Males,19 Femaleswith anagerangel8-68, meanage44.24;
SD= 15.87)

USA, 35 participants (18 Male4,6 Females] nonbinary participantwith an agaange20-
68, mean ag&7.8;SD=14.13)

Datawasanalysed aa mergedountrydataseandasindividual countrydatasets.
Threeway merged data and individual country data ANOVA models (2x2x2) were analysed
to identify how t he mamilopalideatity (2d¢evelsof t err ori s
national/foreign) religiousidentity (2 levels:noreligion/minority religion) andevidencedype
(2 levels: directly implicating/circumstantiadiffected the wpport for digital and physical

counterterror measurs. Following on from this, standard multiple regression models were
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analysed by merged and individual country data sets, to predict how level of trust in
authorities can predict support for the counter terror measures in general. Individual country
anal ysi s i speculativee rdee tt® misniomum participant

always met, as referred to in Study 2.

5.5 Results

Merged International Data for India, Poland, UK & USA

Smartphon&urveillanceMleasure

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variableqsuspechationality, suspecteligion andevidenceaypée onsupportfor smartphone
surveillancecounterterror measures.

The main effects fosuspect nationalit{(1,187)=.641p=.424,/1  .003],Suspect
religion [F(1,187)=2.245p=.136,/1 .012],evidencaype[F(1,187)=.373p=.542,/1 .002]
were not statistically significanfThe 3way interaction was not statistically significant

[F(3,187)=1.554p=.214,/1 E.008]; (see Appendix Study 3A).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspechationality,suspecteligion andevidenceype onsupportfor smart TV
surveillancecounterterror measures.

Themaineffectsfor suspechationality[F(1,187)=1.388,p=.240,/1 .007],Suspect
religion [F (1, 187) = 2.413p=.122,J1 E.013] evidence typf~(1,187)=.749p=.388,/1 |
=.004]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction[F(3,187)=2.551,

p=.112,11 F.013]; (seéAppendix Study3B).

112



LaptopSurveillanceMeasure
A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables guspect nationality, Suspect religiandevidence typeonsupport for laptop

surveillancecounterterror measures.

The3-way interactionwasstatisticallysignificant[F(3,187)=4.094,p=.044 E [F.021]
Participants who received a scenario includimgonal suspec¢twith aminority religion
with circumstantialevidenceéheldagainsthemshowedsignificantlymoresupporfM=5.318]
for laptop surveillances a counter terror measure

The main effects fosuspect nationalit{~(1,187)=.339p= .561,/1 F .002],suspect
religion [F(1,187)=1.263p=.263,/1 .007],evidencaype[F(1,187)=.210p=.647,11 F.001]

were not statistically significant; (see Appendix Study 3C).

SleepDeprivationMeasure

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeonsupport for sleep
deprivationcounterterror measures.

The main effects fosuspect religioiF(1,187)= 5.415p=.021,/1 [.028] were
statistically significant, with participants who received a randomised scenario containing
suspectérom aminority religion (M=3.643,SE=.192)showingmoresupportfor thecounter
terror measure than those facing a suspect presentedonigtigion(M=3.02,SE=.186)

The main effects fosuspect nationality F( 1, 187 ) = 1. 143, p =
evidencaype[F(1,187)=.494p=.483E [E.003]werenotstatisticallysignificant.Neitherwas

the 3way interaction ff(3,187)=2.519p=.144,/71 F.013] ; (see Appendix Study 3D).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure
113
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A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeonthreats of violence

counterterror measures.

Themain effectfor suspechationality[F(1,187)= 5.187p=.024,/1 F .027],and

suspect religion [ F(1, Ww8r@statisticallgsigaifcantly p=. 047,
Participantsvhoreceivedascenariowith eithera nationalsuspec{M=3.598,SE=.198]or a
scenario with aminority religionsuspect [ M=3.558, SE=.202] gave significantly more
support for the counter measure than those faced with a suspect desciilveijas
(M=2.957,SE=.20) and witmo religion(M=2.996,SE=.196).However, these two variables
did not significantly interact.

The main effect foevidence typgF(1,187)=.007p=.934,/1 .000] were not
statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction[F(3,187)= 1.681,p=.196,/1 |

=.009]; (seeAppendix Study3E).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspechationality,suspecteligion andevidenceype) on supportfor indefinite
detentioncounterterror measures.

The main effect fosuspect nationality~(1,187)= 3.799p= .053,/1  .020] was
statisticallysignificant.Participantsvho received acenariowith a nationalsuspecgave
significantlymoresupporiM=2.683,SE=.167]for the counterterrormeasurehanthose
facing a suspect describedfaseign(M=2.20,SE=.169).

Suspect religion [F(1, abdvidencetype. 920, p=.
[F(1,187)=.591p=.443,/1 E£.003]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way

interaction F(3,187)=1.708p=.193,/1 E.009]; (see Appendix Study 3F).
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Speculativelndividual Country Analysis

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure India

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspechationality, suspecteligion andevidenceaype onsupportfor smartphone
surveillancecounterterror measures. The main effectstmpect nationalitjf(1,44)=.058,
p=.810,/1 F .001],suspect religiohF(1,44)=.019p=.891,/1 E.000],evidence type
[F(1,44)=.011p=.918,/1 F.000 ] were not statistically significant. Neither was they/

interaction: F (1,44)= 2.098p=.155,/1 F .046]; (see Appendix Study 3G).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasurd India

A threeway ANOVA wasperformed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspechationality, suspecteligion andevidenceaypée onsupportfor smart TV
surveillancecounterterror measures.

The main effects fosuspect nationalit{~(1,44)=.006p=.941,/1 E .000],suspect
religion [F(1,44)=.009p=.926,/1 .000],evidence typfF(1,44)=.001p=.974,1 E.000 ]
werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction[F(1,44)=1.458,p=.234,

NN F .032]; (see Appendix Study 3H).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure India

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeon support for laptop
surveillancecounterterror measures.

The 3way interaction: F(1,44)= 5.988p=.018,/1 E .120] was statistically

significant.Therewasa matchechighestsupportingneanscorein two of thegroupings.
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Participantsvho receivedarandomisedcenariowvith a national suspegta minority religion
andcircumstantial EvidencfM = 6.00, SE=.639] and also participants who received a
randomised scenario withf@reign suspec¢no religionandcircumstantial evidencpv =
6.00, SE = .553] gave more supportaptop surveillanceas a counter terror measure than

other participants.

The main effect fosuspect nationality F ( 1, 44 ) =. 217, suppect 6 4 4,

religion [F(1,44)=.012p=.914 E E.000],evidenceaype[F(1,44)=1.166,p=.286 E E.026]

were notstatistically significant.; (see Appendix Study 3lI).

SleepDeprivationMeasure- India

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeon support for sleep
deprivationcounterterror measures. The main effectstmpect nationalitjF(1,44)=.173,
p=.679,/1 F .004]andsuspecteligion [F(1,44)=.643p=.427,11 F.014]werenotstatistically
significant.

Themain effect forevidence typfF(1,44)= 5.718p=.021,/1 .115] was statistically
significant. Participants who received a randomised terrorist scenariciwiimstantial
evidencdM=4.052, SE= .279] gave more support $eep deprivatiomounter terror
measurehanparticipants faced with suspectlescribedas chargeavith directlyimplicating
evidencgM=3.11,SE=.277).Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction;[F(1,44)= .048p=.827,/1

.001]; (seeAppendix StudydJ).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure India
A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent

variablegsuspechationality,suspecteligion andevidenceypée on supportfor threatsof
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violencecounterterror measures.

The2-way interactionbetweersuspecteligion andevidenceype[F(1,44)=12.287
p=.001 JR|L8] was statistically significant. Participants who received a randomised
terrorist scenario includingrainority religionsuspect andircumstantial evidencgave
more support fothreats of violencéM= 5.167, SE = .543) than the other participants.

Themaineffectfor suspecnationality[F(1,44)=3.763p=.059,E [ .079],suspect
religon[ F( 1, 44) =. 697, pvdendedyg F(EL1, £4)0463. 483, p-=.
=.073]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction:[F(1,44)=.015,

p=.903,/1 E .000]; (seeAppendix Study3K).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure- India

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedio examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables(suspecnationality, suspecteligion andevidenceaype on indefinitedetention
counterterror measures.

Themaineffectfor suspecnhationality [F(1,44)=2.139p=.151,/1 F .046], suspect
religion [F(1,44)=.240p=.627,/1 F.005] ancdevidence typgF(1,44)= .240p=.627,11 )
=.005]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction:[F(1,44)=.395,

p=.533,/1 F .009]; (seeAppendix StudysL).

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure Poland

A threeway ANOVA was performed texamine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspecnhationality,suspecteligion andevidenceaype onsupportfor smartphone
surveillancecounterterror measures.

The main effects fosuspect nationalitj#~(1,51)=.077p=.782,/1  .002],suspect
religion [F(1,51)=2.633p=.111,/1 E.049],evidence typg~(1,51)=.001p=.982,/1 E.000 ]
werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction:[F(1,51)=1.249,p=.269,

J1 F .024]; (see Appendix Study 3M).
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Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure Poland

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspechationality,suspecteligion andevidenceaype onsupportfor smart TV
surveillancecounterterror measures.

The main effect fosuspect nationalit{~(1,51)=1.315p=.257,/1 E .025],suspect
religion [F(1,51)=1.588p=.213,/1 E.030],evidenceaype[F(1,51)=.608p=.439,/1 F.012]
werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction;[F(1,51)=.280,p=.599,

1 E .005]; (see Appendix Study 3N).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure Poland

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeon support for laptop
surveillancecounterterror measures.

The main effectfor suspect nationalit{~(1,51)=.880p=.353,/1 F .017],suspect
religion [F(1,51)=1.345p=.252,/1 F.026],evidencdype[F(1,51)=1.065p=.307,/1 E.020]
werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction[F(1,51)=2.227,p=.142,

1  .042]; (see Appendix Study 30).

SleepDeprivationMeasure- Poland

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeon support for sleep
deprivationcounterterror measures.

Main effects forsuspect religiofF(1,51)= 3.999p=.051,/1 .073] were statistically
significant.Participantsvho receiveda randomisederroristscenariovith aminority religion
suspecfM= 3.677,SE=.318]gavemoresupportfor sleepdeprivationthanparticipantdacing

the scenario with no religiotM=2.70,SE=.323).
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The 3way interaction: F(1,51)= 4.806p=.033,/1 | .086] was statistically
significant.Participantsvho receivedarandomisederroristscenariovith a nationalsuspect
with aminority religionandcircumstantial evidencgave more supporM= 4.500,SE=
.703) forsleep deprivatiorwounterterror measure than the other participants.
Giventhetentativenatureof this speculativeanalysishasedn very limited data,
disambiguating the apparent interaction would require more participants.

Themaineffectfor evidenceaype[F(1,51)=.035p=.852,/1 F.001]andsuspect
nationality[F(1,51)= 1.427p=.238,/1 F .027] was not statistically significant; (see

Appendix Study 3P).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure Poland
A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine timepact of 3 independent
variablegsuspechationality,suspecteligion andevidenceaype onthreatsof violence

counterterror measures.

Themaineffectfor suspechationality[F(1,51)=3.307,p=.075,/1 [ .061],suspect
religion [F(1,51)=2.693,p=.107,/1 F.050],andevidencdype[F(1,51)=1.279,p=.263,/1 |
=.024]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neither waghe 3-way interaction:[F(1,51)=2.186,

p=.145,1 F .041]; (seeAppendix Study3Q).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure Poland

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspechationality,suspecteligion andevidenceype) on supportfor indefinite
detentioncounterterror measures.

The 2way interaction betweesuspect nationalitgndsuspect religion[F(1,51)=

7.207,p=.010,/1 F .124])wasstatisticallysignificant.Participantavho receivedarandomised
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terrorist scenario with mational suspecind withno religiongave moresupport M= 3.964,
SE = .513 for indefinite detentiothan the other participants.

Themaineffectfor suspechationality[F(1,51)=3.176,p=.081,/1 F .059], suspect
religion [F(1,51)=.207p=.651,/1 F.004] andevidence typg~(1,51)=.917p=.343,/1
=.018]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction:[F(1,51)=1.368,

p=.0248,/1 F .026]wasnot statisticallysignificant; (seeAppendix Study3R).

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure UK

A threeway ANOVA wasperformed to examine the impact of three independent
variableqsuspechationality, suspecteligion andevidenceaypée onsupportfor smartphone
surveillancecounterterror measures.

Main effect forsuspect religioriF(1,42)= 14.950p=<.001,/1 [.263] were

statisticallysignificant.Participantsvho receivedarandomisederroristscenariovith a

minority religionsuspect [M= 6.0825E= .306] gave more support fsmartphone
surveillancecounterterromeasurehanparticipantdacedwith a suspectlescribedvith no
religion (M=4.486,SE=.277).

Main effect forevidence typfF(1,42)=.330p=.569,/1 F.008] andsuspect
nationality[F(1,42)=.013p=.910,/1 F .000]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwas

the 3way interaction: F(1,42)= 3.189p=.081,/1 E .071]; (see Appendix Study 3S).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure UK

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspectationality, suspecteligion andevidenceypée onsupportfor smart TV
surveillancecounterterror measures.

Main effects forsuspect religioiF(1,42)= 10.173p=.003,/1 F.195] were
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statistically significant. Participants who received a randomised terrorist scenario with a
minority religion suspecfM= 5.707,SE= .375]gavemoresupportfor smart TVsurveillance
counterterror measure than those facing a suspechwitéligion (M=4.093,SE=.339).

Main effect forevidence typfF(1,42)=.391p=.535,/1 F.009] andsuspect
nationality[F(1,42)=.115p=.736,/1 F .003]werenot statisticallysignificant..Neitherwas

the 3way interaction: F(1,42)= .132p=.791,/1 F .003]; (see Appendix Study 3T).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure- UK
A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeonsupport for laptop

surveillancecounterterror measures.

Main effects forsuspect religioF(1,42)=7.207,p=.010,/1 F.146] werestatistically
significant.Participantsvho receivedarandomisederroristscenariovith a minority religion
suspect [M= 5.74%E= .359] gave more support flaptop surveillanceounterterror
measure than those facing a suspect nathneligion(M=4.450,SE=.325).

Main effects forevidence typgF(1,42)=.074p=.787,/1 .002] andsuspect nationality
[F(1,42)=.739p=.395,/1 F .017]werenotstatisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way

interaction: F(1,42)= .826p=.369,/1 F .019]; (see Appendix Study 3U).

SleepDeprivationMeasure- UK

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variables guspetnationality, suspect religioandevidence typeon support for sleep
deprivationcounterterromeasureslThemaineffectsfor suspechationality[F (1,42)=.005,
p=.942,11 E .000] were not statistically significant.

Main effect forsuspect religioiF(1,42)= 8.541p=.006,/1 E.169] were statistically
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significant.Participantavhoreceivedarandomisederroristscenariavith a minority religion
suspectil= 4.522 SE= .424] gave more support feleep deprivatiorwounterterror measure
than those facing a suspect with religion(M=2.850,SE=.384)

Main effect forevidence typfF(1,42)= 1.531p=.223,/1 F.035] andsuspect
nationality[F (1,42)=.005p=.942,/1 F .000]werenot statisticallysignificant. Neithewas

the 3way interaction: F(1,42)= 2.277p=.139,/1 F .051]; (see Appendix Study 3V).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure UK

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspechationality,suspecteligion andevidenceype) on supportfor threatsof
violencecounterterror measures.

Main effects forsuspect religiofF(1,42)= 9.549p=.004,/1 F.185] werestatistically
significant.Participantsvhoreceivedarandomisederroristscenariovith a minority religion
suspectiVl= 4.211,SE= .428] gave more support fthreats of violenceounterterror
measure than those facing a suspect described @igion(M=2.429,SE=.387)

Main effectsfor evidencaype[F(1,42)=.971,p=.330,/1 F.023]andsuspechationality[F
(1,42)=.008p=.931,/1 F .000] were not statistically significant. Neither was thas¥

interaction: F(1,42)=.911p=.345,/1 F .021]; (see Appendix Study 3W).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure UK

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impactioke independent
variablegsuspechationality,suspecteligion andevidenceype on supportfor indefinite
detentioncounterterror measures.

Main effects forsuspect religiofF(1,42)=6.700,p=.013,/1 [F.138] werestatistically
significant.Participantavhoreceivedarandomisederroristscenariavith a minority religion
suspecti= 2.911,SE= .314] gave more support fordefinite detentiorwounterterror
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measure than those facing a suspect natheligion(M=1.814,SE=.284)
Main effectsfor evidencaype[F(1,42)=.459,p=.502,/1 F.011]andsuspechationality[F
(1,42)=.386p=.538,/1 F .009] were not statistically significant. Neither was thee/

interaction: F(1,42)= 1.664p=.204,/1 E .038]; (see Appendix StudX).

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure USA

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variableqsuspechationality, suspecteligion andevidenceaypée onsupportfor smartphone
surveillancecounterterromeasures.

The main effects fosuspect nationalit{(1,34)=.002p=.966,/1 E .000],suspect
religion [F(1,27)=.562p=.460,/1 .020],evidence typfF(1,27)=.562p=.460,/1 .020]
werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction;[F(1,27)=.002,p=.966,

J1 E .000]; (see Appendix Study 3Y).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure- USA

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspechationality,suspecteligion andevidenceype onsupportfor smart TV
surveillancecounterterror measures.

The main effects fosuspect nationalit{~(1,27)=.006p=.937,/1 E .000],suspect
religion [F(1,27)=.186p=.669,/1 F.007],evidence typfF(1,27)=.369p=.548,/1 F.013]
werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction;[F(1,27)=.075,p=.787,

J1 E .003]; (see Appendix Study 32Z).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure USA
A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeon support for laptop
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surveillancecounterterror measures.

The main effect fosuspect nationality~(1,27)=.000p=.986,/1 F .000],suspect
religion [F(1,27)=.429p=.518,/1 F.016],evidenceaype[F(1,27)=.429p=.518,/1 F.016]
werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction;[F(1,27)=.040,p=.843,

1 E .001]; (see Appendix Study 3A1).

SleepDeprivationMeasure- USA

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables guspect nationality, suspect religiandevidence typeonsupport for sleep
deprivationcounterterror measures.

The main effect fosuspect nationalit{(1,27)=.211p=.649,/1 F .008],suspect
religion [F(1,27)=.050p=.825,/1 .002],evidence typfF(1,27)=.362p=.552,/1 F.012]
werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction[F(1,27)=1.117,p=.300,

J1 E .040]; (see Appendix Study 3B1).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure USA

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspecnhationality,suspecteligion andevidencaype on Supportfor threatsof
violencecounterterror measures.

The main effect fosuspect nationalit{~(1,27)=.009p=.924,/1 E .000],suspect
religion [F(1,27)=1.371p=.252,/1 E.048],evidence typg~(1,27)=.042p=.840,/1 E.002]
werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction[F(1,27)=.194,p=.663,

NN F .007]; (see Appendix Study 3C1).
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Indefinite DetentionMeasure- USA

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspechationality,suspecteligion andevidenceype on supportfor indefinite
detentioncounterterror measures.

The main effect fosuspect nationality(1,27)=.265p=.611,/1 F .010],suspect
religion [F(1,27)=.049p=.827,/1 F.002],evidencaype[F(1,27)=1.564,p=.222,]1 E.055]
werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction;[F(1,27)=.914,p=.347,

1 E .033]; (see Appendix Study 3D1).

Study 3 Merged International Data RegressionAnalysis for India, Poland, UK and USA

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in the
authoritiegpredicttheacceptancef smartphonesurveillanceasa counterterrormeasure.
l ncluded as a factor i mendehe model was also p
Thetotal varianceexplained by thenodel as avhole was28.3%,F (7,187) =11.93,p
= <.001,adjustedRr?=.283.Confidencan domesticounterintelligence( b = . @3.81D)and
border force officerg b =. 2 3 3, p=.046) were statistically
support forsmartphone surveillancas a counter terror measure. The other factors in the

regression model were not statistically significant; (see Study 3 Regression Appendix A).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure
A standardnultiple linearregressiorwasusedto examinehow confidencdan the
authorities predict the acceptancespfart TVsurveillanceas a counter terror measure.

Includedasafactorin themodelwasalsop ar t i @engea nt s 6
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Thetotal varianceexplained by thenodel as avhole was24.4%,F (7,187) =9.93,p
= <.001, adjusted R2=.244. There were no statistically significant predictasriaillance
of smart TV as a counter terror measurewithin the regressionmodel; (see Study 3

Regression Appendix B).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in the
authoritiespredicttheacceptancef laptopsurveillanceasa counterterrormeasurelncluded
as a factor in the geoatel was al so participan
Thetotal varianceexplained by thenodel as avhole was 30%, 7,187)= 12.86, p=
<.001,adjustedr?=.300.Confidencan domesticounter intelligence( b = . @3.802)and
border force officer¢ b=. 235, p=.038) were statistically
support folaptop surveillances a counter terror measure. The other factors in the

regression model were nstiatistically significant; (see Study 3 Regression Appendix C).

SleepDeprivationMeasure
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in the
authoritiespredicttheacceptancef sleepdeprivationasa counterterrormeasurelncluded
as a factor in the gemdgettel was al so participan
Thetotal varianceexplained by thenodel as avhole was26.7%,F (7,187) =11.07,p
= <.001, adjusted R2=.300. Participamile gende( b-.634, p=.010) andonfidence in
border force officer¢ b=. 262, p=.029) were statistically
supportfor sleepdeprivationasa counterterrormeasureTheotherfactorsin theregression

model were not statistically significant; (see Study 3 Regression Appendix D).
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Threatsof ViolenceMeasure

A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in the
authoritiespredictthe acceptancef threatsof violenceasa counterterrormeasurelncluded
as a factor in the model was also participgntse nd e r .

Thetotal varianceexplained by thenodel as avhole wasl4.6%,F (7,187) =5.74,p

= <.001, adjusted R2=.146. Participamile gendef b-.684, p=.015) and confidence in

border force officer¢ b=. 309, p=.024) were statistical

supportfor threatsof violenceasa counterterrormeasureT heotherfactorsin theregression

model were not statistically significant; (see Study 3 Regression Appendix E).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in the

authoritiespredictthe acceptancef indefinitedetentionasa counterterrormeasurelncluded

y

as a factor in the gomoatel was al so participan

Thetotal varianceexplained by thenodel as avhole was 6.3%, F7,187)=2.87, p=
.007, adjusted R2=.063. Confidencebwrder force officer¢ b=. 270, p=.025)
statisticallysignificantpositive predictorof supportfor indefinitedetentionasa counterterror
measure. The other factors in the regression model were not statistically significant; (see

Study 3 Regression Appendix F).

Standardnultiple regressioranalysegor digital andphysicalmeasures general

werealsoperformed.

Digital Measures
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in the
authoritiespredicttheacceptancef digital measuresn generalasa counterterrormeasure.

l ncluded as a factor | mentehe model was al
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Thetotal varianceexplained bythe models awvholewas32.9%,F (7,187) =14.56,p
<.001,adjustedR?=.329.Confidencan domesticounter intelligence( b = . [2.91%)and
border force officer§ b=. 285, p=.009) were statistically

support fordigital measures in generalsee Study 3 Regression Appendix G).

PhysicalMeasures
A standardnultiple linearregressiorwasusedto examinehow confidencen the
authorities predict the acceptancebf/sical measures in geneiad a counter terror
measur e. Il ncluded as a facogemder.in the model w
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe modehbs awholewas20%, F (7,187) =8.33,p
<.001,adjustedR?=.209.Participantmalegender( b-.542,p=.013)andconfidencen border
force officerd b =. 28 9, tatistiéally7signifieaat pasitive predictors of support for

digital measures in generalsee Study Regression Appendix H).

Study 3 Speculativelndividual Country RegressionAnalysis
Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure India
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in the
authoritiegpredicttheacceptancef smartphonesurveillanceasa counterterrormeasure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mendehe model was al so p
Thetotal varianceexplainedby the modelasawholewas16.6%,F (7,44)=2.45,p =
0.33, adjustedR#=.166. The regression model wast statistically significant; (see Study 3

Regression Appendix I).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure- India
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in

authoritiespredicttheacceptancef smart TVsurveillanceasa counterterrormeasure.
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Il ncluded as a factor 1 mendlehe model was also p
Thetotal variancesxplained bythe model as whole was 18.6%F (7,44)= 2.66,p=

.022,adjustedR%= -.186. Theravereno statisticallysignificantpredictorsfor surveillanceof

smart TVas a counter terror measures within the regression model; (see Study 3 Regression

Appendix J).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure India
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiespredicttheacceptancef laptopsurveillanceasa counterterrormeasurelncluded

as a factor in the geoatel was al so participan

Thetotal variancesxplained bythe model as whole was 21.5% (7,44)=2.99,p=
.012,adjustedR%=.215.Therewereno statistically significanpredictorsfor laptop
surveillanceasa counterterrormeasuresvithin theregressioomodel; (seeStudy 3

Regression Appendix K).

SleepDeprivationMeasure- India
A standard multiple linear regression was ugeexamine how confidence in
authoritiespredicttheacceptancef sleepdeprivationasa counterterrormeasurelncluded
as a factor in the gemgetel was al so participan
Thetotal variancesxplained bythe model as whole was 15.2% (7,44)= 2.30,p=
.043, adjuste@R®*=.152. Confidence iborder force officergb=.569,p=.017) was a
statistically significant positive predictor of support $bteep deprivatiowounter terror
measureTheotherfactorsin theregressioomodelwerenot statisticallysignificant;(see

Study 3 Regression Appendix L).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure India

A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
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authoritiespredictthe acceptancef threatsof violenceasa counterterrormeasurelncluded

as a factor in the gergetel was al so participan
Thetotal varianceexplained by thenodel as avhole wadess than 1% (7,44)=

476,p=.847,adjustedR*= -.077.Theregressiormodelwasnot statisticallysignificant:(see

Study 3- Regression Appendix M).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure India
A standard multiple linearegression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiespredictthe acceptancef indefinitedetentionasa counterterrormeasurelncluded
as a factor in the geoatel was al so participan
Thetotal varianceexplained by the model asndnole was 1%¥F (7,44) =1.07,p=
.396,adjustedR%= .010.Theregressioimodelwasnot statisticallysignificant;(seeStudy3
Regression Appendix N).
Standardnultiple regressioranalysegor digital andphysicalmeasure# general
werealsoperformed.
Digital Measures India
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiespredicttheacceptancef digital measuresn generalasa counterterrormeasure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mendehe model was al so p
Thetotal varianceexplained by the model asndnole was 1%k (7,44) =1.07,p=
.396,adjustedR%®= .010.Theregressioimmodelwasnot statisticallysignificant; (seeStudy3

Regression Appendix O).

PhysicalMeasures India
A standardnultiple linearregressiorwasusedto examinehow confidencean

authoritiespredictthe acceptancef physical measureis generalasa counteterror
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measur e. |l ncluded as a facogemder.in the model

Thetotal varianceexplained by the model asndnole was 1%¥F (7,44) =1.07,p=
.396,adjustedR%= .010.Theregressioomodelwasnot statisticallysignificant;(seeStudy3

Regression Appendix P).

Smartphon&urveillance Poland
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiegpredicttheacceptancef smartphonesurveillanceasa counterterrormeasure.
I ncluded as a factor i mendehe model was al
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 22.6% (7,51)=3.42,p =
.004, adjustedR#.226. Confidence idomestic intelligencé=.334,p=.036) was a
statistically significant positive predictor of support $onartphone surveillanasunter
terrormeasureThe otherfactorsin theregressioomodelwerenot statisticallysignificant;

(see Study 3 Regression Appendix Q).

Smart TVSurveillance Poland
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiespredicttheacceptancef smart TVsurveillanceasa counterterrormeasure.
Il ncluded as a factor in the model was al
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 13.1% (7,51)=2.25,p =
.045, adjuste@®R?*=.131. Confidence ioounter terror polic b-.330,p=.05) was a
statisticallysignificantnegativepredictorof supportfor smart TVsurveillancecounterterror
measure. The other factors in the regression model were not statistically significant; (see

Study 3 Regression Appendix R).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure Poland
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A standardnultiple linearregressiowasusedto examineconfidencan authorities
canpredictthe acceptancef laptop surveillanceasa counterterrormeasure. Included as

factor in the modgehderwas al so participants?®o

The total variance explained by the model as a whole was 3E.BEG1) = 4.78,
p<.001, adjuste®R?®=.313. Confidence idomestic counteintelligence( b = . pf.008),and
lower of confidence irlectronic border control§ b-.282,p=.05) were statistically
significantpositivepredictors Theotherfactorsin theregressionmodelwerenot statistically

significant; (see Study 3 Regression Appendix S).

SleepDeprivationMeasure- Poland
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examinecbofidence in

authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef sleepdeprivationasa counterterrormeasure.

l ncluded as a factor 1 mgentehe model was al so
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 18.3% (7,51)= 2.86,p=

.014, adjustedR?®= .183. Participantnale gendef b-398,p=.003) and confidence in

domestic countelintelligence( b = p=3d38)lwere statistically significant positive

predictorsof supportfor sleepdeprivationcounterterrormeasureThe otherfactorsin the

regression model were not statistically significant; (see Study 3 Regression Appendix T).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure- Poland
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef threatsof violenceasa counterterrormeasure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mentehe model was al so
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 6.8%k (7,51) = .1.61p=

.154,adjustedR%= -.068. Theregressioimodelwasnot statisticallysignificant; (seeStudy 3
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Regression Appendix U).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure Poland
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef indefinitedetentionrasa counterterrormeasure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mendehe model was also p
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 4.7%k (7,51) = 1.41p=
.223,adjustedR%= .047.Theregressiormodelwasnot statisticallysignificant;(seeStudy3
Regression Appendix V).
Standardnultiple regressioranalysegor Digital andPhysicalmeasures general
werealsoperformed.
Digital Measures Poland
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef digital measure$n generalasa counterterror
measur e. |l ncluded as a facogemder,.in the model w
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 4.7%k (7,51) = 1.41p=
.223,adjustedR%= .047.Theregressiormodelwasnot statisticallysignificant;(seeStudy3

Regression Appendix W).

PhysicalMeasures Poland
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef physicalmeasuresn generalasa counterterror
measur e. Il ncluded as a facogemder i n the model w
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 4.7%k (7,51) = 1.41p=
.223,adjustedR%= .047.Theregressioomodelwasnot statisticallysignificant;(seeStudy3
Regression Appendix X).
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Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure UK

A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in

authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef smartphonesurveillanceasa counterterrormeasure.

|l ncluded as a factor i mendlehe model was

Thetotal variancesxplained bythe model as whole was 30.4%F (7,49)=4.05,p =

al

.002, adjusteR?®=.304. There werao statistically significant predictors for surveillance of

Smartphonasacounterterrormeasuravithin theregression mode(seeStudy3 Regression

Appendix Y).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure UK
A standard multiple linear regression was useekmmine how confidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef smart TVsurveillanceasa counterterrormeasure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mendlehe model was
Thetotal variancesxplained bythe model as whole was 21%k- (7,42) = 2.86p =

.016,adjustedR%=.021.Therewereno statisticallysignificantpredictorsfor surveillanceof

al

SO

SO

smart TVas a counter terror measure within the regression model; (see Study 3 Regression

Appendix Z).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure UK
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef laptopsurveillanceasacounterterrormeasure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mendlehe model was
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 17.6% (7,42)= 2.49,p=

.031,adjustedR%=.176.Therewereno statisticallysignificantpredictorsfor surveillanceof
laptopasa counterterrormeasuravithin theregressiormodel;(seeStudy3 Regression

Appendix Al).
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SleepDeprivationMeasure UK
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef sleepdeprivationasa counterterrormeasure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mendehe model was also p
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 48.5% (7,42)= 7.60,p=
<.001,adjustedRr%= .485.Confidencdn electronicbordercontrols( b = . g=.0Blfpvasa
statistically significant positive predictor of support $teep deprivatiowounter terror
measure. The other factors in the regression model were not statistically significant; (see

Study 3 Regression Appendix B1).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure UK
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef threatsof violenceasa counterterrormeasure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mendlehe model was al so p
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 39.5% (7,42)=5.56,p=
<.001, adjuste®*= -.395. There were no statistically significant predictors for threats of
violenceasa counterterrormeasuravithin theregressioomodel;(seeStudy3 Regression

Appendix C1).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure UK
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef indefinitedetentiorasa counterterrormeasure.

l ncluded as a factor | mentehe model was al so p
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Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 32.4% (7,42)= 4.36,p=
<.001, adjuste®R%= .324. there were no statistically significant predictorsmaéfinite
detentionasa counterterrormeasuravithin theregressiormodel;(seeStudy3 Regression

Appendix D1).

Standardnultiple regressioranalysedgor digital andphysicalmeasureg general

werealsoperformed.

Digital Measures UK
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef digital measure$n generalasa counterterror
measur e. |l ncluded as a facogemder,.in the model w
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 32.4% (7,42)= 4.36,p=
<.001, adjuste®z= .324. There were no statistically significant predictors for the use of
digital measuresn generalasacounterterrormeasureavithin theregressioimodel;(see

Study 3 Regression Appendix E1).

PhysicalMeasures UK
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef physicalmeasuresn generalasa counterterror
measur e. Il ncluded as a facogemder i n the model w
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 32.4%F (7,42)=4.36,p=

<.001,adjustedR= .324.Therewereno statisticallysignificantpredictorsfor the useof
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physicalmeasure#n generalasa counterterrormeasuravithin theregressionmodel;(see

Study 3 Regression Appendix F1).

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure USA
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examinecofidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef smartphonesurveillanceasa counterterrormeasure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mendlehe model was also p
Thetotal variancesxplained bythe model as whole was 53.9% (7,27)=6.68,p =
<.001, adjuste®#=.539. There were no statistically significant predictors for the use of
surveillanceof smartphoneasa counterterrormeasureavithin theregressionmodel;(see

Study 3 Regression Appendix G1).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure- USA
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in

authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef smart TVsurveillanceasa counterterrormeasure.

|l ncluded as a factor i mendlehe model was al so p
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe models awhole was50%%,F (7,27)=5.85,p =

<.001, adjustedR%=.500. Confidence ielectronic border control§ b = p=0Z2Pwas a

statistically significant positive predictor of support fmart TVsurveillancemeasure.

The remainingpredictorsin the model were not statistically significant; (see Study 3

Regression Appendix H1).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure USA
A standardnultiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef laptopsurveillanceasa counterterrormeasure.

l ncluded as a factor | mentehe model was al so p
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Thetotal variancesxplained bythe model as whole was 55%¥- (7,27) = 7.07p=
<.001,adjustedR%=.555.Confidencen electronicbordercontrols( b2:065,p=.049)wasa
statistically significant positive predictor of support fptop surveillanceneasure. The
remainingpredictorsn the modelwerenot statisticallysignificant; (se&tudy3 Regression

Appendix 11).

SleepDeprivationMeasure USA
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef sleepdeprivationasa counterterrormeasure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mendehe model was
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 54.7% (7,27)= 6.86,p=
<.001,adjustedR®= .547.Confidencan electronicbordercontrols( b2:065,p=.049)wasa

statistically significant positive predictor of support $teep deprivatiomeasure. The

al

SO

remaining predictors in the model were not statistically significant; (see Study 3 Regression

Appendix J1).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure USA
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef threatsof violenceasa counterterrormeasure.

|l ncluded as a factor i mendehe model was

Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 57.5% (7,27)=7.57,p=
<.001,adjustedR%= .575. Lowerconfidencan borderforceofficers( b-767,p=.009)and

confidencan counterterror police( b-576,p=.026)werestatisticallysignificant positive

predictors. The other factors in the regression model were not statistically significant; (see

Study 3 Regression Appendix K1).
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Indefinite DetentionMeasure- USA
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef indefinitedetentionrasa counterterrormeasure.
|l ncluded as a factor i mendehe model was also p
Thetotal varianceexplained bythe model as whole was 39%k- (7,27) = 4.106p=
.003,adjustedR%= .390.Lower Confidencen borderforceofficers( b-2.093,p=.046)and
higher confidence ioounter terror polic b = p=9%) @ere statistically significant
positive predictors of support fordefinite detentiomeasure. The other factors in the

regression model were not statistically significant; (see Study 3 Regression Appendix L1).

Standardnultiple regressioranalysedor digital andphysicalmeasure generalwerealso
performed.

Digital Measures USA
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in
authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef digital measure$n generalasa counterterror

measur e. |l ncluded as a facogpgemder i n the model w

Thetotal variancesxplained bythe model as whole was 39%k- (7,27) = 4.106p=
.003,adjustedR%= .390.Lower confidencan borderforceofficers( b-2.093,p=.046)and
higher confidence isounter terror polic b = p=0%) @ere statistically significant
positive predictors of support fdigital measures in general he other factors in the

regressiommodelwerenot statisticallysignificant;(seeStudy3 RegressioppendixM1).

PhysicalMeasures USA
A standard multiple linear regression was used to examine how confidence in

authoritiescanpredicttheacceptancef physicalmeasuresn generalasa counterterror
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measur e. |l ncluded as a facogemder.in the model

Thetotal variancesxplained bythe model as whole was 39%k- (7,27) = 4.106p=
.003,adjustedR%= .390.Lower confidencen borderforceofficers( b-2.093,p=.046)and
higher confidence isounter terror polic b = p=0%) @ere statistically positive
significant predictors of support fphysical measures in generdhe other factors in the

regression model wereot statistically significant; (se&tudy 3 Regression Appendix N1).

5.6 Summary Discussion
MergedinternationaDataResultsSummaryDiscussion
Hypothesesverepartly met. Threeway ANOVA analysesvereperformedon mergeddatato
identify which of the variables(spect nationality, suspect religiandtype of evidenge
had on support fadigital and physical counter terror measures.

Digital counterterrormeasuranalysesndicatedonesignificantresultfor supportfor
laptop surveillanceounter terror measure. A higher level of support was given from
participants who were presented with a terrorist scenario contailNaganal Suspeatith

minority religionandcircumstantial evidence

All thethreephysicalcounterterrormeasure$iadsignificantfindings:
A scenaricdhatcontained aninority religion suspectisplayedchighersupportfor thecounter
measure o$leep deprivation.
Threats of violenchad two individually significant variables that indicated higher support
for thecounterterrormeasurehesewerea national suspecandaminority religion suspect.
Indefinite detentiowounter terror measure received significantly more support from
participants if they received a scenario containingtional suspect.

Mergeddatamultiple regressioranalysisfor supportfor digital measuresn general
was positively predicted by confidence in the abilitgofmestic counteintelligence

agencies anborder control officerswWhen analysis was performed for counter terror
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measures individually these predictors were replicated fordmoéntphoneindlaptop
surveillancemeasures.

Supportfor physicalmeasuresn generalwaspositively predictedoy participantmale
genderand confidence iborder control officersWhen analysis was performed for counter
terrormeasuredividually thesepredictorswerereplicatedfor sleepdeprivationandthreats
of violence However, the measure oidefinite detentionvas only positively predicted by

confidence irborder force officers.

Speculativdndividual CountryAnalysisResultsDiscussion

Threeway ANOVAs werethenanalysedn individual countrydata(on a speculative
level given the limited number p@articipants).

Circumstantialevidencen thescenariogor Indianparticipantprovidedsignificantly
higher levels of support for bostheep deprivatiomndthreats of violenceAn additional
positively significant variable that indicated higher levels of suppothfeats of violence

was aminority religion suspect.

Polish participants displayed significantly higher levels of support for physical
counterterrormeasuresThesewerecontradictoryto eachotherin termsof suspecteligion.
sleep deprivatiomeceived higher levels of support if the suspect in the scenario had a
minority religion, in contrasindefinitedetentionsupportfavouredno religion. Both counter
terror measures however received higher levels of support if the suspectatesal as
opposed tdoreign.

UK dataANOVA analysiscontainednevery clearvariablethatgavesignificantly
higher levels of support in every counter terror measure. This was if the suspect had a
minority religion. However therewereno significantinteractiondbetweervariablesn the
scenarios presented.

Scenariopresentedo USA participantgeturnedno significantfindings.
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Standard multiple regressions were then performed to investigate how levels
confidencan authoritiescansignificantly predictthelevel of supportfor variedcounter
terror measures.

Support for all three digital counter terror measures in the Polish sample were
positively predictedby confidencan domesticounterintelligencendcounterterror police.
Additionally, a positive predictor fdaptop surveillancavas of the lower confidence in
electronic border controls.

Supportfor the sleepdeprivationcounterterrormeasuravasthe only significant
regressionmodelfor UK data.This waspositively predictedoy confidencan electronic
border controls.

USA participantssupportfor thedigital measuresf smart TVandlaptop
Surveillancewere positively predicted by confidencesilectronic border controlsThis was

also a positive predictor for support of $leep deprivatiomeasure.

The punitivemeasureshreatsof violenceandindefinitedetentiorwerepositively
predicted by lower confidence border officersbut a raised level of confidencedomestic
counter terror police This was also the case ftigital and physical measures in general.

This concludes the chapter regarding trust in authorities. Further discussion
regarding alternativeuggestions ancritique of findings with bexplored inthe general
discussion.Additional factors that can influence punitive attitudes towards terrorist suspects
are examined in the next chapter with a focus on how we view the portrayal of our ingroup

and the effect this has on our external behaviours.
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Chapter 6 THE ROLES OF NATIONAL AND RELIGIOUS IDENTITIES &
SUBSEQUENT METASTEREOTYPING

This chapter considers the influence of meta
Critique regarding the level @rifluence this may have on lowering a punitive attitude towards a
terrorist suspect from an outgroup is examined. Study 4, which was limited to just UK and USA
participants (regarding jury style court proceedingeXktiaptelis broughto a close, with a

summary discussion of results.

6.1Why do national and religious identities matter?
National identity provides people with a structure through which to form and express
their own personal values whilst being recognised within a large social @ratipkovsky,
2014). It provides that person witlsanseof pridefor the cultureghat they are part of and a
feelingof commonalitywith theirfellow nationals gssentiallya feelingof beingaccepteand
belonging (ToliaKelly, 2009). Conversely, it has been argued that religious identity has a
focus on social interests rather than personal intrinsic gain (Schwadel et al., 2021), that
religious belief is bound in the purpose of increasing harmony in the world by sharing the
moraldirectivesand6 g o of thatreligionto improvesociety(Schumaker1992).Therefore,
to identify with that religion you would be ascribing to a social function and not seeking a
totally personal or inner gain (Schwadel et al., 2021).
An opposingperspectives thatreligiousbelief providesa sourceof personatomfort
and reassurance regarding the anxiety of death (Bassett & Bussard, 2018). Therefore, a
personal motivation is present within religious identity, provided with the reassurance that
strict following of scriptures wil/ assure a
Barzakh (Pandya & Kathuria, 2021). In similarity with national identity, representing the
beliefs of a religion can also provide a sense of belonging and association with a community
(LibreTexts,2022).Both formsof identity (nationalandreligious)alsoprovideameandor a
person to perceive threat and express common attitudes (Eskilinen et al., 2021).
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It has often been assumed that a national identity wouldctédwined with that
nationdos religious belief (Van der Noll et a
global mobility, the Western world demographic has altered dramatically. Countries that

would haveoncebeenconsideredo havea strongChristianreligiousbasenow accommodate

arangeof alternativereligionswithin their citizenship(Eskilinenetal., 2021).Thereforeijt is
oftenthecasethatap e r ssenséf®ationalidentity andreligiousidentity maynotbeborn

from commonideals, the familiar link between national and religious identity is becoming
increasingly challenged (Niemela, 2015). Nonetheless a common thread between the two, is

that when replying to a question@fplanation regarding theascribed identity a person will
address twheargqwe® st Homt en, Bayeri & Jacobs, 20

Displaying a level of national identity involves the distinction of borders between
60t hemé and O6usd and positively highlighting
affordsyou, oftenreferredto aspatriotism(Blacketal.,2020).Duringour Oi ndgoe dnat i or
globalisatiorhasincreasedmmensely with moderntechnologysuch agheworld wide web
bridging borders, progress in engineering allowing faster travel between countries, and
national economies becoming increasingly interdependent, resulting in a move away from
compartmentalised countries and the emergenc
Geographic, 2022).

The impact of this on national identity is proposed by some to be undermining. With
information and challenges to the cultural social norm flowing freely without censorship
acrosdordersmaintaininga uniquenationalidentity hasbecomechallenging(Airely, 2020).

Others contradict, insteadiggesting that threats to a nations culture and identity generate a
backlash from a population which increases a sense of national identity (Sabanadze, 2009).
Evidence for the former can be found in the UK amongst the younger generation where only

15% of 1824-yearol ds woul d describe themselves as 0p

peoplefailedthed L iinftheU K éxam,theUK G o v e r n Britigh Citizenshiptest,which
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requires knowledge regarding the nationds va
2022). Evidence for the latter can be found in the rise of nationalist political parties across

Europe (Henley, 2023), Asia (Bieber, 2018) and Africa (Coleman, 2022).

Quite often, levels of national identity are closely entwined with religious identity
(Bozonelos et al., 2022). Frequently people who rate religion with importance in their lives
perceive ethnicity and religion as pivotal to their national identity (Pew Research Centre,
2023). Increasingly for countries where religion has become connected to nationality there
hasbeena lastingpolitical impact(Berkley Centre,2022).In Poland the nationalistpolitical
party Law and Justice, has been a close ally of the Catholic Church. Throughout German
occupation in World War 2 and then subsequen
together they fought to maintain Polish national identity and culture (Mazzini, 2022). This
was the case for the previous political part
Kacynski with an authoritarian government for eight years, until the more liberal coalition
government was formed at the end of 2023.

A newly elected Prime Minister Donald Tusk from the Civic Platform Party was
elected in 2023 amidst vows to end censorship of media and reldismugnination against
sexuality (Wallenfeldt, 2024). Recent sexual abuse allegations against the Catholic Church
havelessenedC a t h o | holdin Bofarddglthoughit remainghe dominantfaith with over
70% of the population being practisi@gtholics (Orlinski, 2023). Catholicism has been an
essential part of Polish identity for generations, dating back to th€dtury Deluge
(Swedish invasion), and therefore, will likely stand the rigours of scandal, particularly
amongst older generations. A phrase often used by elders in Poland refers to the fact that
when you have nothing else you still have faith, this is also fuelled by the rural areas of
Poland, especially those in the Eastern region which was under Russian partition for 123
years, remaining highly influenced by the church (Higgins, 2021).

India, a country that was split by religion in 1947 (Kulik, 2023) now has two main
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religions; Hindu (Southern and Central) make up 78% of the population, and 15% being

Muslim (Eastern)Statista2021).Researclsuggestshatindianswho remarkthatpractising

their religion plays an important part in their lives hold a higher level of national identity,
although this is an overall perception in the country with 96% of them feeling proud to be
Indian regardless of their religious beliefs or practices (Pew Research Centre, 2023). Since
NarendraM o d ielécsonto PrimeMinisterin 2014to presenday (heis likely to win athird

term in office) he has become one the most popular leadBistany amongst Indians
(Hrishikesh & Pandey, 2024Nationalist sentiments are a dominant force in the political
landscape with widespread signs of intolerance towards the minority Muslim population
(Clartetal.,2022).N a r e nRharatiyafanatdParty(BJP)openlyprescribeso Hindutva(a
powerful form of Hindu nationalism) which promotes the narrative that Hindus are under
threat from Muslims due to a population shift, interfaith marriage, and illegal Muslim
immigration. This rhetoric has resulted in new laws regarding citizenship and marriage that
discriminate against minorities (EHRetersen, 2022).

Donald Trumpbés presidenti al i nauguration
from office in 2021 was a volatile period of American governance related to foreign policy
(Ashford,2024).His speectto the United Nationsin 2019includedanurgefor world leaders
to embrace their nations foundations, that the world does not belong to globalists but instead
to patriots (Edleman, 2019). He went on to advise Americans that the only path to unity is
through a shared identity as Americans (National Archives Museum, 2020). Trumps
presidency had a cycle of emphasis on immigrant threat and American identity which
translated into increased support for Trump from those who felt a strong sense of national
identity (Garand & Magana, 2020). Although Biden fought for the Presidential election with
references to national identity included on his campaign trail, academic opinion separates
national identity into two forms (Akbar, 2023), Predator (that of Trump) characterised with

protectionof identity by zerotoleranceand Primordia(thatof Biden)who acknowledgethe
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importanceof nationalidentity butwith a senseof tolerancelUponelectionBidenreversed

Trumps Muslim ban and amended immigration policies.

In similarity with other countries, the USA evidences an overlap of religious and national
identity. Trumps presidential period not only referenced that national identity needed
protecting at all costs but also that Americ
Christian patriots coming under attack and needing to take back America for God. This
became referred to as Christian nationalism (Whitehead & Perry, 2020). Demonstrating a
perceived threat to religious freedom and national identity, as the ideology of Christian
nationalism, aims to mandate bible teaching and the use of Christian mottos in all American
schoolsamongsbthers.Thisideologypromotesanarrativethatto bean Americanyou must

be Christian (Bergengruen, 2022).

National identity typically undergoes slow change (Mader & Schoen, 2023) whereas
thedepartureof the UK from the Europearinion,commonlyreferredtoa s i Bplageda t o
large factor in national identity evolving at a greater speed. Within the Brexit discourse,
immigration was given a largecus butalso mention of Irish reunification and Scottish
separation that challenged a former belonging to the Isle of the UK, to a trimmed down
English, Welsh, Scottish or Northern Irish national identity (Ferdjani, 2022). A 2017 study
regarding national identity found from a poll of Londoners surveyed, only 17% felt British,
over 46% of those participants voiced being a Londoner as their identity. London holds 13%
of thec o u n populabios but research suggests it cannot findllective identity (Howlett,
2018).

Formanyminority groupsin the UK, religiousidentity is tied to ethnicity (Ruane&

Todd, 2014). Faced with frequent ethnic discrimination and additionally religious bias,
accessibility to a high feeling of national identity is hampered (Jaspal et al., 2020). Politics

reflect this in the UK, a comparison of nationalism in the countries that make up the union
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indicatethatethnicityis alargerdriverin nationalistpolitical agendashanreligion, except
for Northern Ireland with this related to their sectarian history (Black & Borras, 2021).
National and religious identities withatter in the current research with regards to
self-categorisation theory (Turner, 1987). As thgmupness levels of terror suspects are
manipulated in the vignettes presented to participants. This was carried out in a subtle way
national and religious identities were not used in a classical form to differentiate the suspects
(please see appendix for method used in the vignettes). This demonstrated a mindfulness for
ecological validity as in real terror situations terror suspects identities are rarely clear at first
glanceandwitnessesmplied biasesareoftenappliedto contextualiseéhe offender. Basedon
past related research (Gallova et al., 2018) it was expected that the manipulation of the terror
suspects identities would result in different types and levels of support for counterterror

measures.

6.2Why doesmeta-stereotyping matter?

A metastereotype is a widely held and relatively fixed perception that a person
believesheoutgrouphaveof thesocialgroupthattheybelongto (Fowler& Gasiorek2018).
When conversing with members of the out group, rmetteeotypes are discussed with a
positive approach. However, when conversing with membess/pfingroup, a moréonest
discussion will be held regarding the perception of stereotyped opinions held about their in
groupby others (Klein et al., 2001). This can often lead to problems with intergroup relations
and communication (Fowler & Gasiorek, 2018). Mstareotyping thereforean increase the
level of anxiety felt by individuals during interracial engagement. Preconceived stereotypes
displayed by ingroup members can increase negative behaviours during intergroup contact
(Taylor et al., 2020)This can lead to a need for people to negate the stereotype held about
their group, by attempting to confirm positive traits and disconfirm negative opinions,

therefore, presenting their group in a more favourable way (Sheng & Ren, 2022).
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Conversely, Tajfel (1981) suggested that social groups are not isolated from one
anothero6s opinions. I n this case it is ackno
andprejudiceheldabout thenby othersocialgroups Whenagroup recognisethat another
socialout-groupportraysnegativestereotypesegardinghem,it canfacilitateanincreasen
thestereotypeseld abouthatout-group.Subsequentlyaisingtensionsandmisinformation
between the two groups.

Social projection is also an important contributory factor to the process of meta
stereotyping. Individuals tend to share their own social attitudes with other members of their
in-group, therefore projecting their social bias and prejudice onto members within their own
social sphere (Bianchi et al., 2009). However, it is also often perceived that outgroup
members understand what we feel or believe even if they do not actually agree with our
opinions or ideas (Livingstone et al., 2020). These preconceived stereotypes result in group
members feeling concerned about how their ingroup is perceived by others, this has been
shownto alterintragroupnegativebehaviourgdrivenby the needto beacceptedLivingstone
et al., 2020).

Previous studies regarding the significance of meta stereotyping have found that
frequentlythe perceivedchelpfulnessof onegrouptowardsanoutgroupis mistakenfor a pro-
socialactwhenin facttheessenc¢hatdrivesthe behaviourarethe benefitsit will bringthe
ingroup (Leeuwen & Tauber, 2010). When faced with a negative perception by an outgroup
the ingroup are willing to chandeehaviour patterns in an effort to rebut that negative
perception, both for religious identity (Palasinski & Seol, 2015) and national identity
(Hopkins et al., 2007) groups.

The importance of perceived group membership was evidenced as crucial in

emergencyituationswvherea groupof teamplayerswereseeno offer helpfirstly to injured
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people wearing an identical team shirt, and secondly to an injured person wearing a rival
teamshirt. Additionally, if peoplein needwerenot showinganysignof groupmembership,
they were given assistance last (Levine et al., 2005).

Regarding the influence that meta stereotyping has in a counter terrorism situation,
the current study will attempt to further inform reseaRdticipants will be faced with a
negativeperceptiorof theiringroup,anexampleof a perceptiorof unfairtreatmenby ajury
for minority religions. The study will evidence whether participants actions may be changed
to challenge and overcompensate for this meta stereotype, with leniency displayed to that

outgroup regarding punitive counter terror measures.

6.3 Study 4: The impact of meta stereotypeson support for digital and physical counter-
terror measures against individual and group suspects facing circumstantial and directly
implicating evidence.
6.4 Hypotheses

Basedontheliteraturecoveredabove, thdollowing hypothesefiavebeenformed:
(a) Participantswho are exposedo a negativestereotypeaegardingtheir6 i n g with ep 6
moresupportiveof digital (rather than physical)counterterror measuregthus,defyingthe
negative stereotype).
(b) Theseparticipantswill alsofind theforeignindividual lessaccountabldor their actions

(thus, defying the negative stereotype).

6.5 Method

The aim of this study was to examine if exposing participants to-stetaotyping

(whenparticipantgeada negativecommentabouttheiringroup)would resultin their support
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of O0softer 6 (-terroemeasures,iegpecially With regamsito theesuspect
presented as foreigih convenience sample of the voting public from UK and USA were
recruitedfor this study.IndiaandPolanddo not haveanyjury system.Thereforethesamples
from these two countries were excluded from participation.
Participantsvererecruitedvia UK Furthereducatiorestablishmentandcontactsat
Universities in USA. In addition, the study was advertised via varied UK and USA social
media forums on Facebook, Twitter dndtagram, and a snowball technique was adopted
from the main researcherods personal soci al n
A total of 94 participants (35 Males, 59 Females) with an age rangei ofd,8nean
age 33.73SD= 14.55) consented to take part in the study. Soeiconomic backgrounds
were varied as was the vocation of participants. Participants were provided with a URL link
to the online study designed using Qualtrics softwReeticipants were asked demographic
informationincludinggenderage,andnationality. They werealsoaskedo ratetheir senseof
national identity. Two statements were randomly allocated to participants. One stating that
doreign people often complain about the unfairness of jaries n t hei r country ¢
statingthab r el i gi ous minorities oftenm dompglhaiinmr ab
country. They were asked to indicate their level of agreement with the statement.
Participants were then randomly allocated one of eight terrorist scenarios (see
appendixA). Within thesethesuspechationalandreligiousidentitieswerenot manipulated.
It remained as always foreign with minority religious beliefs. Variables that were
manipulated were vidence typ€2 levels:directly implicating/circumstantid) suspect
gender(2 levels:male/femalgandmetastereotype Typ€ levels:national/religioug, thus
resulting in a 2x2x2 Anova. It took approximately 10 minutes to complete the study.
On completion of data collection participants were sorted into country data sets as

detailedbelow: UK, 48 participantg17 Males,31 Femaleswith anagerangel9-68, mean
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age35.98;SD=14.38): USA, 46participants (18 Males, Z8males, wittan ageangel8

70,mean ag81.49;SD=14.71)

6.6 Results
Merger International Data Resultsfor UK & USA
Digital Measuresn General
A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspecgender evidencaypeandmetastereotypeaype on supportfor thedigital
measures in general.
Themaineffectfor suspectgendefF(1,86)=.244p=.622,E E .003],evidencdype
[ F(1, 86) =3. 73, mgiaster€ofype typpEF|( 1= .80642= ]1,. 72, p=. 19:
werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interactionF(1,86)=.049p=.825,

E] =.001]; (see Appendix Study 4A).

PhysicalMeasuresn Generali MergedinternationalData

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variableqsuspecgender evidencdypeand metastereotypdypée on Supportfor thedigital
measures in general.

Themaineffectfor suspectgendedF(1,86)=.258p=.112,E k .029],evidencdype
[ F(1,86)=. 011, maiasteréoty e typeEF]( 1= .806000= ].,922, p=. 341
werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction[F(1,86)=.034p=.854,

E] =.000]; (see Appendix Study 4B).
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Speculativelndividual Country RegressionAnalysis Results
Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure UK

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables guspect gender, evidence tygrelmetastereotype typeon support for the
smartphone surveillanosounterterror measure.

Themaineffectfor suspecgendefF(1,40)=.425p=.518,/1 F .011],evidencdype
[F(1,40)=.888p=. 352, [npetasteredyPe2typfF(1,40)=2.106p=.155,/1%.050 ]
was not statistically significant. Neither was the/8y interaction: ff(1,40)=.079p=.781,

J1$.002]; (see Appendix Study 4C).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure- UK

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables (suspect genderidence typandmetastereotype typeon support for themart
TV surveillancecounterterror measure.

The main effect fosuspect genddF(1,40)=.376p=.543,/14.009],evidence type
[F(1,40)=.239p=.628,/1%.006 ],metastereotype typg-(1,40)=.329p=.569,/1 .008 ]
werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction[F(1,40)=.434p=.514,

1$.011]; (see Appendix Study 4D).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure UK

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspecgender evidencaypeandmetastereotypeaype on supportfor thelaptop
surveillancecounterterror measure.

Themaineffectfor suspect genddf(1,40)=.813p=.373,/1$.020],evidencdype

[F(1,40)=.025p=.874,/1%.001], metastereotype typg-(1,40)=.365p=.549,/1 .009]
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werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interactionF(1,40)=.139p=.711,

J1$.003]; (see Appendix Study 4E).

SleepDeprivationMeasure UK

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspecgender evidencaypeandmetastereotypeype onsupportfor thesleep
deprivationcounterterror measure.

Themaineffectfors u s p genderfd-@,40)=.107p=.745,/1 F .003],evidenceaype
[F(1,40)= 1.317p=.258,/1 E.032 ],metastereotype typf-(1,40)=.045p=.833,/1 F.001 ]
were not statistically significant. Neither was the/8y interaction: [f(1,40)=.499p=.484,

1 E .012]; (see Appendix Study 4F).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure UK

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspecgender evidencdaypeandmetastereotypaype on Supportfor thethreats
of violencecounterterror measure.

Themaineffectfor suspecgenderF (1,40)=1.918,p=.174,/1 E .046],evidenceaype
[F(1,40)=.420p=.521,1 E.010 ],metastereotype typg-(1,40)=.070p=.793,/1 .002 ]
were not statistically significant. Neither was the/8y interaction: [f(1,40)=.029p=.867,

J1 £.001]; (see Appendix Study 4G).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure UK
A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspecgender evidencaypeandmetastereotypaype on Supportfor indefinite

detentioncounterterror measure.

154



Themaineffectfor suspecgendeF(1,40)=1.347,p=.253,/1 F .033],evidenceype
[F(1,40)=.756p=.390,/1 F.019 ],metastereotype typg-(1,40)=.813p=.373,/1 .020 ]
were not statistically significant. Neither was the/8y interaction: F(1,40)=1.537p=.222,

1 £.037]; (see Appendix Study 4H).

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure USA

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables guspect gender, evidence tygwmetastereotype tygeon support for the
smartphone surveillanosounterterror measure.

Themaineffectfor suspecgenderF(1,38)=.153p=.698,/1  .004],evidencdype
[F(1,38)=2.029p= . 1 6 3, [netasteredypeltypfF(1,38)=.214p=.647,11 E.006 ]
were notstatistically significant. Neither was thengay interaction: ff(1,45)=.134p=.716,

J1 E .004]; (see Appendix Study 4l).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure- USA

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables guspect gender, evidence tygmemetastereotype typeon support for themart
TV surveillancecounterterror measure.

The main effect fosuspect genddF(1,45)=.081p=.778,/1%.002],evidence type
[F(1,45)=.798p=.377,/1%.021], metastereotypeype[F(1,45)=.126p=.725,/14.003] were
not statistically significant. Neither was then@y interaction: [f(1,45)=.349p=.558,

J1$.009]; (see Appendix Study 4J).
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LaptopSurveillanceMeasure USA

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables guspect gender, evidence tygre metastereotype tygeon support fotaptop
surveillancecounterterror measure.

Themaineffectfor suspecgender[F(1,45)=.014p=.906,/1 F .000],evidenceype
[F(1,45)=1.513,p=.226,/1 F.038], metastereotypdype[F(1,45)=.036p=.850,/1 E.001]
werenot statisticallysignificant.Neither waghe 3-way interaction:[F(1,45)=.332p=.568,

J1$.009]; (see Appendix Study 4K).

SleepDeprivationMeasure- USA

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspecgender evidencdypeandmetastereotypaypée onsupportfor thesleep
deprivationmeasure.

The main effect fosuspect genddF(1,45)= 3.609p=.065,/1%.087],evidence type
[F(1,45)=.024p=.877,N1 E.001 ],metastereotype typg-(1,45)= 3.979p=.053,/1 .095 ]
werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way interaction[F(1,45)=2.724,p=.107,

1$.067]; (see Appendix Study 4L).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure USA

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegsuspecgender evidencaypeandmetastereotypeaype on supportfor thethreats
of violencecounterterror measure.

The twoeway interaction betweemetastereotypendevidence typwas significant:
[F(1,38)=4.333,p=.044,1%.102].Participantavho receivedherandomisednetastereotype

regardingreligious minoritygroups M=2.167,SE=.411) receiving an unfair trial, gave more
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supportfor thethreatsof violencecounterterrormeasurewhen theirterroristsuspechad
circumstantialevidencgM=2.533,SE=.316)againsthem.
Howeverthel e v e tes(p<95)suggestedhattheinterpretatiorshouldbetakenwith
caution due to the violation of homogeneity

Themaineffectfor suspecgenderF(1,38)=2.004,p=.165,/14.050],evidenceaype
[F(1, 38)=2.804,p=.102,/1%.069 ], metastereotypdype[F(1,38)=.062,p=.804,/1 E.002]

were not statistically significant; (see Appendix Study 4M).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure- USA

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables guspects gender. evidence type, anadastereotype typeon Support for the
indefinite detentiorounterterror measure.

The twoway interaction betweemetastereotypeindevidence{F(1,38)= 4.717
p=.036, /1 E .110]wassignificant Participantavhoreceivedherandomisednetastereotype
regardingreligious minoritygroups M= 1.575,SE=.254) receiving an unfair trial, gave more
support for thendefinite detention counter terror measunéhen their terrorist suspect had
circumstantialevidence M=1.650,SE=1.96) against them.

However , t hep=.034)swgestédshatthe intérpretation should be taken with
cautiondueto theviolation of homogeneityalthoughthe Anovaaregenerallyregardedasa
robust test (Pallant, 2020).

Themaineffectfor suspecgender[F(1,38)=.243,p=.625,/1 F .006], evidencedype

[F(1,38)=2.053,p=.160,/1 F.051], metastereotypaype[F(1,38)=.927,p=.342,/1 F.024]

were not statistically significan{see Appendix Study 4N).
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6.7 Summary Discussion

ThreewayANOVAG6s were performed on merged dat
and USA datasets, to examine the impact of 3 independent variedaldsnce type, suspect
genderandmetastereotype typeonsupport for digital and physical countégrror
measuresMergeddatasetsverefirstly analysedor digital andphysicalmeasures general,
if these showed significance then the individual counter terror measures would be examined
more closely. For both measures in general the ANOVA analysesnot statistically
significant. The individual ANOVA analysis for UK participants held no statistical
significance.

For USA participants, the twavay interaction betweemetastereotypeand

evidence typevas significant. Participants who received the randomisetastereotype
regarding a suspect from a religious minority group receiving an unfair trial who also had
circumstantiakvidenceheldagainsthem,gavemoresupportto the useof threatsof violence
and indefinite detention as counter terror measures. This did not support the hypothesis that
suggests those participants exposed to a negative stereotype regarding their ingroup would
favour digital measures. Due to the Leveneos
boththreats of violencandindefinite detentiomnalyses, care should be taken with findings
regarding the lack of homogeneity. This supports hypothesis (b) which suggests that
participants will find foreign suspects less accountable for their actions.

This concludes the chapter regarding the rolmetastereotypesn attitudes
towards terrorist suspect. Further discussion regarding alternative suggestions and critique of
findings with be explored in the general discussion. Existential threat is the final factor

examined within the theswhich isincluded in the next chapter.
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Chapter 7 THE ROLE OF EXISTENTIAL THREATS

This chapter contains the final theory examined within the thesis, existential
threat. An explanation regarding how this may influence participants acceptance of
digital and physical counter terror measures towards a terrorist suspect is included. The
chapter concludes with presentation of the fifth study, and summary discussion of

results.

7.1 Why doesexistential threat matter?

The term existential threat is used frequently in descriptions of conflict situations
(Walter, 2016) and with referente ecological concerns such as global warming (Moseman,
2021).In thecontextof conflict, thethreatis deeplyexperience@dndresults inafearfor your
own survival or a fear foryourigr oup6s future survival (Hi rsc

Existential threat is a problematic term because of its subjective nature (Poppelaars et
al., 2020). In simple terms it is the experience of threat to survive (May,1967). The debate
begins when the object whose survival is being threatened is identified. Survival is not
always applied to life and death objectively, for example a person may still be alive but if
their cultural or personal identity has been attacked and damaged then their sense of self will
not have survived (Hirschberger et al, 2016). The same theory could be applied to existential
threat with referenc® an irgroup, if their cultural or beliefs atereatened by conflict, then
it may transform to survive and no longer be recognisable in its original form (Sofedret
al.,2014).Thereforeto experiencea senseof existentiathreatdoesnot alwaysincludeafear
for loss of life, it could apply to a way of life or existence undergoing a forced
transformation. For example, the enforced lockdown that accompanied thel®ovid
pandemic was viewed by many people, as a larger existential threat than the virus itself,
because it changed the way that we lived from day to day (Vacchiano et al., 2023).

Unfortunately, when existential threat is squarely applied to fear for loss of life, this
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doesnotlimit subjectivityissuesThereasorfor continuedambiguityis thatexistentialthreat

is perceivecdn anindividuallevel (Riessetal., 2021).As with otherpsychologicatesponses
eachpersorregardghisin their own context,it is governedy their own lived experienceso

what may appear as life threatening to some could be coped with in a more nuanced way by

others (Hirschberger et al., 2016).

Terror management theory (Greenberg et al, 1997) proposes that the desire to
continue with the life they are leading alongside a perception of existential threat, creates a
sense of terror. This managed psychologically by either a renewed conformity or an
elevated compliance to theirqar oups ®é cul tural values and bel
consensus with the groupds worldview provide
existential threat (Pyszczynski et al., 2006). In cases where thoughts of threat to survival are
furtherheightenedot only will peopleadhereo theirin-g r o weisfsbutwill alsoactively
punish or aggress against others that threaten that viewpoint (Van Tilburg et al., 2019).

The above behaviours of terror management theory (Greenberg et al, 1997), can be
evidencedn theU.S, throughtheyearsof Trumpspresidencyhich hadarepeate&mphasis
on immigrant threat to American identity, resulting in a zeal for national identity alongside
rising support for Trumps anitinmigration policies (Garand & Magana, 2020). Additionally
in the UK with yes to the Brexit v-dfitgh, buoye
policies and a need to protect our borders (Amadeo, 2022). On a wider scale within Europe
the publics acceptance of controversial physical counter terror measures that governments
legislated after th8/11 attacks, which haveeen called into question regarding human rights
laws (Hill-Cawthorne, 2021).

The current study proposes to recreate a sense of existential threat and exhibit a
conformityto in-groupvalueswhichreflectalevel of punishmento the out-groupwhich has
been highlighted within the terrorist scenario. Being mindful of the subjectivity issue the

researcher has attempted to make the existential threat obvious, to counter individual lived
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experiencesWhile the impact of existential threat in the form of death on punitive attitudes
is well-established (Burke et al., 2013; Jones & Wiener, 2011), the originality of the current
study lies in examining the impact of more subtle forms of existential threats in the form of
sickness and aging on support for digital and physical cotert@r measures.

7.2 Study 5: The impact of existential threats on support for digital and physical
counter-terror measuresagainstindividual and group suspectdacing circumstantial

and directly implicating evidence.

7.3Hypotheses

Basedontheliteraturecoveredabove, thdollowing hypothesefiavebeenformed:

(a) Participantswhoare askedo completehevignetteincludinga foreignmanof minority

religious background who st rnessagewhenweat fAwe w
inevitably face deatho will support the most
(b) Participants who are asked to complete the vignette including a foreign woman of

minority religiousbackgroundvhostresses$i w will onlywakeup to hermessagevhenwe

face how inevitably fast that we grow ol do w
7.4Method

Theaim of this studywasto examinehow the presencef anexistentialthreatto
participants can heighten their mortality salience, leading to the concept of terror
management theory as previously discussed. The outcome variable measured was the
par t i devepohsoppatdor both digital and physical counter terror measiéres
conveniencasampleof thevoting publicfrom India,Poland, UK andUSA wererecruitedfor
this study.

Participants were recruited via UK Further education establishments and contacts at
Universities in India, Poland and USA. In addition, the studyads®rtised via varied UK

andUSA socialmediaforumson FacebookTwitter andinstagramanda snowballtechnique

was adopted from the main researcherds perso
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263 participantg99 Males,160Femalesand4 nonbinary)with anagerangeof 1871 73,
mean age 32.68D= 10.49) consented to take part in the study. Soelconomic

backgrounds were varied as was the vocation of participants.

Participantsvereprovidedwith a URL link to theonlinestudydesignedising
Qualtricssoftware.

Participants were asked demographic information including gender, age, and
nationality. Participants were then given a randomised terrorist scenario detailing three
varied levels of existential threat: aging, serious illness, or death. The terrorist suspects
gender was either mabe female theevidencealwaysdirectly implicating. Thesuspectvas
alwaysaforeigner with minority religious beliefsAfter reading whichever scenario they
were allocated they were then asked to rate their support for a variety of digital and physical
counter terror measures on-@dint Likerttype scale. It took approximately 10 minutes to
complete thestudy.

Oncompletionof thesurveybasedstudy,participantsveresortedinto countrydatasetsas
detailedbelow.

India, 58 participants (19 Maleg9 Femaleswith an agegangel8-49, mearage27;
SD=6.26)

Poland,79 participants (38Males, 41Females2 nonbinaryparticipants, wittanage
rangel8-41, mean age3; SD=4.35)

UK, 68 participantq20 Males,47 Females, 1 nebinary participantwith anage
rangel8-73, mean agé4.58;SD=15.33)

USA, 58 participantg24 Males,33 Females, hon-binaryparticipantwith anage
range 1873, mean age 35.98D= 16.03)

Data sets were analysed firstly witterged international data and subsequently
individual countrydata(on aspeculativdevel giventhelimited numberof participants).For

merged data, a thraeay 4x2x3 ANOVA was then analysed to examine the support for both
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digital and physical counter terror measures depending on the participants nationality,

exi stential threat and suspe@drtaigantnadianad t i ty. T

identity (4 levels:India, Poland,UK, USA, suspecgender(2 levels:male/femalgand
existentialthreattype(3 levels:iliness/aging/death
Forindividual countryanalysisa2x2 ANOVA, suspectgenden2 levels:

male/female) and existential threat type (3 levels: illness/aging/death).

7.5Results

Merged International Data Analysis Resultsfor India, Poland, UK and USA

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables Qationality, existential threat type & suspect genden support for the
smartphonesurveillance counterterror measure.

The main effects fonationality [F(3, 23§=6.486 p=<.001, /1Q76] were.
significant,participantgiving the highestsupportfor this counterterrormeasuréM=5.361,
SE=.234) if the participants waK nationaltyHowever , t hep<@pveneds t e
indicated that the interpretation should be taken with caution due to the violation of
homogeneity

Existential threat typgF(2, 236)=.483p=.618,/1 F .004] andsuspect gender
[F(1,236)=2.841p=.093,/1 F.012] werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way

interaction: F(6,236)=.729p=.626,/1 [ .018]; (see Appendix Study 5A).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure
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A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of three independent
variablegnationality, existentialthreattype& suspecgendej on supportfor thesmartTV
surveillancecounterterror measure.

The main effects fonationality [F(3, 236 7.655 p=<.001,  /1Q89] were.
significant, with participants giving the highest support for this counter terror measure
(M=5.185, SE=.242) if the participant hadUK nationality. However, the Leven
(p<.05)indicatedthattheinterpretatiorshouldbetakenwith cautiondueto theviolation of
homogeneity

Existential threat typ§F(2, 236)=.928p=.3897/1 E .008] andsuspect gender
[F(1,236)=.315p=.575,/1 F.001]werenot statisticallysignificant. Neitherwasthe 3-way

interaction: F(6,236)=.542p=.776,/1 E .014]; (see Appendix Study 5B).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables Qationality, existential threat type & suspect genden support for laptop
surveillancecounterterror measure.

The main effects fonationality[F(3, 236F8.112 p=<.001,  J/1Q93] were
significant.With UK nationality participantgyiving the highestsupportfor this counterterror
measure (M=5.318, SE=. 23@05inditated¢chatéhe, t he Lev
interpretation should be taken with caution due to the violation of homogeneity

Existential threat typgF(2, 236)=1.446p=.238/1 E .012] andsuspect gender
[F(1,236)=1.125p=.290,/1 F.005]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way

interaction: F(6,236)=.241p=.963,/1 [ .006] ; (see Appendix Study 5C).
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SleepDeprivationMeasure

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables fQationality, existential threat type & suspect genden support for sleep
deprivationcounterterror measure.

The main effects fonationality[F(3, 236)=4.273p=.006,  J1052] were
significant.With Indian nationality participantsyiving the highestsupportfor this counter
terror measure (M=3.788, SE=.276).

Existential threat typgF(2, 236)=.676p=.508,/1 | .006] andsuspect gender
[F(1,236)=.270p=.604,/1 E.001]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way

interaction: F(6,236)=.896p=.498,/1 E .022]; (see Appendix Study 5D).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure

A threeway ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof threeindependent
variables Qationality, existential threat type & suspect genden support for threats of
violencecounterterror measure.

The main effects fonationality [F(3, 236)=5.176p=.002,/1] 062] were
significant.With Indian nationality participantggiving the highestsupportfor this counter
terrormeasurgdM=3.631,SE=.261) HoweverthelL e v e test(jg<9D5)indicatedthatthe
interpretation should be taken with caution due to the violation of homogeneity

Existential threat typgF(2, 236)=1.137p=.323,/1 F .010] andsuspect gender
[F(1,236)=.414p=.521,/1 F.002]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 3-way

interaction: F(6,236)=.621p=.714,/1 F .016] ; (see Appendix Study 5E).
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Indefinite DetentionMeasure

A threeway ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of 2 independent
variablegnationality, existentialthreattype& suspecgendej on supportfor indefinite
detentioncounterterror measure.

The two way interaction betweexistential threat typ& suspect genddiF(2,
236)=3.203p=.042,11 E .026] was significantParticipants who received a randomised
scenario involving the existential threat typadeaithfrom amalesuspect showed more
supportfor the counterterrormeasuref indefinitedetention(M=2.444,SE=.242) However,
theL e v e res(jG<9D5)indicatedthattheinterpretatiorshouldbetakenwith cautiondueto
the violation of homogeneity

The main effectfonat i onal i ty [ F(3, 2 3 6eXistetial05 8, p=.
threattype[F(2,236)=1.510p=.223,/1 F .013]andsuspecgenderF(1,236)=.025p=.874,
J1 £.000] were not statistically significant.

The3-way interaction:[F(6,236)=.621p=.714,/1 E .016]wasnot significant.
Howeverthel e v e rest(i<<D5)indicatedthattheinterpretatiorshouldbetakenwith

caution due tahe violation of homogeneity; (see Appendix Study 5F).

Speculativelndividual Country Data Analysis Results

Smartphoné&urveillanceMeasure India

A two-way ANOVA wasperformedo examineheimpactof two independent

variables threat type &suspect gendgon support for smartphone surveillance

counterterror measure.
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The main effect foexistential threat typf~(2, 52)=.109p=.897,/1 F .004] and
suspecgendefF(1,57)=.391p=.534,/1 .007] werenot statisticallysignificant.Neither

was the 2way interaction: [F(2,57)=2.476p=.094,/1 F .087]; (see Appendix Study 5G).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure India

A two-way ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of two independent
variablegexistentialthreattype& suspecgendej on supportfor thesmart TVsurveillance
counterterror measure.

The main effect foexistential threat typf-(2,57)=.124p=.884,/1 E .005] and
suspect genddF(1,57)=.299p=.587,/1 E.006] were nostatistically significant. Neither

wasthe2-way interaction;[F(2,57)=1.814,p=.173,/1 E .065]; (SeeAppendixStudy5H).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure India

A two-way ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof two independent
variables éxistential threat type & suspect genden support for laptop surveillance
counterterror measure.

The main effect foexistential threat typf-(2,57)=.225p=.799,/1 E .009] and
suspecgenderfF(1,57)=.017p=.898,/1 E.000]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neither

was the Away interaction: F(2,57)= 1.249p=.295,/1 | .046]; (see Appendix 5I).

SleepDeprivationMeasure- India
A two-way ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof two independent
variables éxistential threat type &uspect gendgionsupport for sleep deprivation

counterterror measure.
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The main effect foexistential threat typf~(2,57)=.491p=.615,/1  .019] and
suspecgendeffF(1,57)=.600p=.442,/1 E.011]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neither

was the 2way interaction: IF(2,57)=1.900,p=.160,/1 F .068]; (see Appendix Study 5J).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure- India

A two-way ANOVA wasperformedo examinegheimpactof two independent
variables éxistential threatype & suspect gendeon support for threats of violence
counterterror measure.
The main effects fathreat typd F(2,57)=.359p=.700,/1 E .014] andsuspect gender
[F(1,57)=.011p=.916,11 E.000]werenot statisticallysignificant.Neitherwasthe 2-way

interaction: F(2,57)= 1.271p=.289,/1 E .047]; (see Appendix Study 5K).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure- India

A two-way ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof two independent
variables éxistential threat type & suspect genden support for indefinite detention
counterterror measure.

The twoway interaction betweethreat typeandsuspect gendevas significant:
[F(2,52)=3.174p=. 050, E] = .109]. Par tindefiniekants gave
detentioncounterterrormeasuref theyhadreceivedarandomisederroristscenariavhich
includedtheexistential threatypeof illnesswith suspecgenderbeingfemale[M = 3.167,

SE = .473]. H o w e w<.05) inditate@ thak teevinterpretatisn shoald be  (
taken with caution due to the violation of homogeneity

Themaineffectsfor existentialthreattype[F(2,52)=.498p=.610,/1 F .019]and

suspect genddF(1,52)=.165p=.686,/1 .003] were not statistically significant.; (see

Appendix Study 5L).
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Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure Poland

A two-way ANOVA wasperformedo examinegheimpactof two independent
variables threat type &suspect gendgonsupport for smartphone surveillance
counterterror measure.

The main effect fosuspect genddF(1,72)= 6.198p=.015,/1 .079] was
statisticallysignificant,meaningthatthe measuravassupportednoreif thesuspectvas
presented asale(M=4.515,SE=.296) rather thafemale(M=3.478,SE=.293).
Themaineffectsfor existentialthreattype[F(2,72)=1.665,p=.196,/1 | .044]werenot
significant.Neitherwasthe 2-way interaction:[F(2,72)=1.982,p=.145,/1 [ .052} (see

Appendix Study 5M).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure Poland

A two-way ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of two independent
variablegexistentialthreattype& suspecgendej on supportfor smart TVsurveillance
counterterror measure.

The main effect foexistential threat typf~(2,77)= 2.284p=.109,/1 F .060] and
suspecgender{F(1,77)=1.149,p=.287,/1 E.016]werenotsignificant. Neitherwasthe 2-

way interactionff(2,77)= 2.256p=.112,/1 F .059];(see Appendix Study 5N).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure Poland
A two-way ANOVA wasperformedio examinetheimpactof two independent
variables éxistential threat type & suspect genden support for laptop surveillance

counterterror measure.
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The main effect foexistential threat typf~(2,77)= 1.345p=.267,/1  .036] and
suspecgender{F(1,77)=3.091,p=.083,/1 E.041]werenotsignificant. Neitherwasthe 2-

way interactionf(2,77)= 1.865p=.162,/1 E .049]; (seAppendix Study 50).

SleepDeprivationMeasure- Poland

A two-way ANOVA wasperformedo examinegheimpactof two independent
variables éxistential threat type & suspect genden support for sleep deprivation
counterterror measure.

Themain effectsfor existentialthreattype[F(2,77)=1.299,p=.279,11 E .035]and
suspect genddiF(1,77)= .736p=.394,/1 .010] werenot significant.Neitherwas the 2

way interactionf(2,77)= .669p=.515,/1  .018]; (see Appendix Study 5P).

Threatsof ViolenceMeasure Poland

A two-way ANOVA wasperformedo examingheimpactof two independent
variables éxistential threat type & suspect genden support for threats of violence
counterterror measure.

The main effect foexistential threat typf=(2,77)= .325p=.723,/1  .009] and
suspecgender{F(1,77)=.592,p=.444,11 E.008]werenotsignificant. Neitherwasthe 2-

way interactionff(2,77)= .351p=.705,/1 E .010]; (see Appendix Study 5Q).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure Poland
A two-way ANOVA wasperformedo examingheimpactof two independent
variables éxistential threat type & suspect genden support for indefinite detention

counterterror measure.
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The main effects foexistential threat typf-(2,77)= .276p=.760,/1 E .008] and
suspecgenderF(1,77)=.834,p=.364,/1 E.011]werenotsignificant. Neitherwasthe 2-

way interactionf(2,77)= .543p=.584,/1  .015]; (see Appendix Study 5R).

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure UK

A two-way ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of two independent
variablegexistentialthreattype& suspecgendej on supportfor smartphonesurveillance
counterterror measure.

The main effects foexistential threat typf-(2,63)= 3.894p=.025,/1 F .110] and
suspect genddF(1,63)= .4.165p=.045,/1 E.062] were both significant. Participants who
received a randomised terrorist scenario includingeistential threat typef death
[M=5.939,SE=.337]offeredmoresupportfor smartphonesurveillancecounterterromeasure
thanparticipantdacedwith thethreatof existentialthreattypeof Aging(M=4.550;SE=.377)
Participants supported the measure significantly more if the suspect was presermdaéd as
gendefM=5.761,SE=.281] rather thafemale(M=4.921. SE=.301),

The2-way interaction[F(2,63)=.166,p=.847,/1 F .005]wasnot statistically

significant; (see Appendix Study 5S).

Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure UK

A two-way ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of two independent
variablegexistentialthreattype& suspecgende) onsupportfor smart TVsurveillance
counterterror measure.

The main effect foexistential threat typf~(2,68)= 2.399p=.099,/1 F .071] and
suspecgenderF(1,68)=1.357,p=.248,/1 F.021]werenotsignificant. Neitherwasthe 2-

way interactionF(2,68)= .025p=.975,/1 F .001];(see Appendix Study 5T).
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LaptopSurveillanceMeasure- UK

A two-way ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of two independent
variablegexistentialthreattypeandsuspecgende) on supportfor laptopsurveillance
counterterror measure.

The main effects foexistential threat typf(2,63)= 3.465p=.037,/1 F .099] was
significant.Participantavho receivedarandomisederroristscenariancludingthe existential
threat typeof death(M=5.824,SE=.350] gave more support ftaptop surveillance
counterterror measure than those facingettistential threat typef illness(M=5.578,
SE=.369) or those facing thexistential threat typef aging(M=4.500, SE.391).

Themain effectfor suspectgenderwas notsignificant F(1,63)=7.785,p=.06,/1 |
=.057]. Neitherwasthe 2-way interaction[F(2,63)=.184,p=.833,/1 | .006]; (seeAppendix

Study 5U).

SleepDeprivationMeasure UK

A two-way ANOVA wasperformedo examingheimpactof two independent
variables éxistential threat type & suspect genden support for sleep deprivation
counterterror measure.

Themaineffectsfor existentialthreattype[F(2,68)=1.188,p=.312,/1 E .036]and
suspecgender[F(1,68)=1.249,p=.268,/1 F.019]werenot significant.Neitherwasthe 2-

way interactionf(2,68)= .312p=.733,/1 F .010]; (see Appendix Study 5V).
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Threatsof ViolenceMeasure- UK

A two-way ANOVA wasperformedo examinegheimpactof two independent
variables éxistential threat type & suspect genden support for threats of violence
counterterror measure.

The main effect foexistential threat typf~(2,68)= 1.451p=.242,/1 E .044] and
suspecgender{F(1,68)=.417,p=.521,/1 F.007]werenotsignificant.Neitherwasthe 2-way

interaction F(2,68)= .454p=.637,/1 F .014]; (see Appendix Study 5W).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure UK

A two-way ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof two independent
variables éxistential threat type & suspegende) on support for indefinite detention
counterterror measure.

The main effect foexistential threat typf~(2,68)= 1.590p=.212,/1 F .048] and
suspecgenderfF(1,68)=.035,p=.851,/1 F.001]werenotsignificant.Neitherwasthe 2-way

interaction F(2,68)= .673p=.514,/1  .021]; (see Appendix Study 5X).

Smartphon&urveillanceMeasure USA

A two-way ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of two independent
variablegexistentialthreattype& suspecgende) onsupportfor smartphonesurveillance
counterterror measure.

The main effect foexistential threat typg~(2,51)= .084p=.920,/1 F .003] and
suspecgender{F(1,56)=.598,p=.443,/1 F.012]werenotsignificant.Neitherwasthe 2-way

interaction F(2,56)= .062p=.940,/1 F .002]; (see Appendix Study 5Y).
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Smart TVSurveillanceMeasure- USA

A two-way ANOVA was performed to examine the impact of two independent
variablegexistentialthreattype& suspecgende) on supportfor smart TVsurveillance
counterterror measure.

The main effects foexistential threat typf(2,56)= .044p=.957,/1 E .002] and
suspecgender{F(1,56)=1.004,p=.321,/1 E.019]werenotsignificant.Neitherwasthe 2-

way interactionf(2,56)= .216p=.806,/1 F .008]; (see Appendix Study 52).

LaptopSurveillanceMeasure USA

A two-way ANOVA wasperformedo examinetheimpactof two independent
variables éxistential threat type & suspect genden support for laptop surveillance
counterterror measure.

The main effect foexistential threat typf-(2,56)= .050p=.951,/1  .002] and
suspecgenderF(1,56)=.709,p=.404,1 F.014]werenotsignificant.Neitherwasthe 2-way

interaction F(2,56)= .392p=.678,/1 F .015]; (see Appendix Study 5A1).

SleepDeprivationMeasure- USA

A two-way ANOVA wasperformedo examineheimpactof two independent
variables éxistential threat type & suspect genden support for sleep deprivation
counterterror measure.

The main effect foexistential threat typg~(2,56)= .414p=.663,/1 F .016] and
suspecgender{F(1,56)=.003,p=.958,/1 F.000]werenotsignificant.Neitherwasthe 2-way

interaction F(2,56)= .258p=.774,1 F .010]; (see Appendix Study 5B1).
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Threatsof ViolenceMeasure- USA

A two-way ANOVA wasperformedo examinegheimpactof two independent
variables éxistential threat type & suspect genden support for threats of violence
counterterror measure.

The main effect foexistential threat typf~(2,56)= .542p=.585,/1  .021] and
suspecgender{F(1,56)=.006,p=.939,/1 F.000]werenotsignificant.Neitherwasthe 2-way

interaction F(2,56)= .334p=.718,/1  .013]; (see Appendix Study 5C1).

Indefinite DetentionMeasure- USA

A two-way ANOVA wasperformedo examingheimpactof two independent
variables éxistential threat type & suspect genden support for threats of violence
counterterror measure.

The main effect foexistential threat typf~(2,56)= 1.421p=.251,/1 F .053] and
suspecgenderfF(1,56)=.484,p=.490,/1 F.009]werenotsignificant.Neitherwasthe 2-way

interaction F(2,56)= .478p=.623,/1 F .018]; (See Appendix Study 5D1).

7.6 Summary Discussion

As detailedbelowthe hypothesesverepartially supported.

MergedinternationaDataResultsAnalysisSummaryDiscussion

In the merged international data analysisdagltal counter terror measures were
significantlysupportedy UK participantsindian participantssignificantly supportedoth
sleep deprivatiomndthreats of violenceneasures.

The counter terror measureintlefinite detentiomeceivedsignificantly higher

supportfrom participantsvho receivedarandomisederroristscenaridnvolving aforeign,
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minority religious, malegenderterrorsuspectandthe existentialthreattypeof death.This

fully supportechypothesis (a).

Speculativandividual CountryAnalysisResultsSummaryDiscussion

A two-way ANOVA wasperformedon participantdrom India, Poland UK andUSA
to examine the impact of two independent variablastential threat type & suspect gender
on support for various digital and physical counter terror measures.

For the Indian sample, the twaay interaction betweesexistential threat typand
suspect gendawvas positively significant. Participants gave msupport for thendefinite
detentioncounterterrormeasuref theyhadreceivedarandomisederroristscenariovhich
included theexistential threat typef illnesswith suspect genddyeingfemale However,
after subsequent post hoc tests (Kruksall Wallis) the null hypothesis was supported.

For the Poland and UK samples, participants who received a randomised terrorist
scenaridncludinga malegendersuspecgavemoresupportfor smartphonesurveillanceasa
counter terror measure.

For the UK sample botexistential threat typandsuspect gendevas independently
significant.Participantsvho receivedarandomisederroristscenariancludingthe existential
Threat Typeof deathgave more support fdaptop surveillance&ounterterror measure
Participantsvho receiveda randomisederroristscenariancludinga male gendesuspect
alsogavemoresupportfor laptop surveillancecounterterromeasureHowever thesetwo
variablesdid not positivelyinteractwith eachother.Therewereno significantfindingsfor
the USA sample

This concludes the chapter regarding the rolexadtential threat and related
conceptspn attitudes towards terrorist suspécgeneraldiscussiorchapteregardingthe

entire thesis findings follows.
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Chapter 8 GENERAL DISCUSSION

The significance of this thesis, implications and suggestions for possible future research
are addressed in the final ChafgeResults from each study (both merged and speculative

individual country data) are fully discussed.

8.1 Summary and discussionof the findings

The purpose of this crossiltural study was to examine how the process of self
categorisation affected the level of support for a range of digital and physical counter terror
measures in individualistic and collectivist cultures. Countries included in the study were
choserfor theirindividualistic(USA, UK andPoland)or collectivistculture(India) andtheir
exposure to terrorist threat; Poland was chosen as a baseline country that had received little
exposure to terrorist threat in recent history.

This discussiorsectionwill bestructuredirstly with anoverarchingliscussiorpoint.

This will then be followed by separate sections for each study. Concluding with a general

summarydiscussionsubsequentllimitations, strengthsanddirectionsfor futureresearch.

Overarching DiscussionPoint

The aim foreach study was to use participants-sefforted level of national identity
as a cevariate within the study analyses. Previous findings suggest that higher levels of
national identity, held by a person when faced by a threat from an outgroup, can predict
support for gounitive approach to counter terror measures (Williamson, 2019; Gallova et al.,
2018; Palasinski & Shortland, 2017). However, after analysis of Studies 1 and 2, it became
apparent that national identity was not returning-&amant significance within the results
output. After further investigation, literature suggests that a feeling of national identity is
influencedby ap e r sextaridalived experienceandinternalprocessingf saidexperience

(Windari, 2021). This is a personal and subjective trait which becomes problematic to equate
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through statistical analysis, and problematic to prove a useful variable in quantitative data

(Abdela et al., 2006), where measurement relies on an objective figure and not an emotional

rationale Participantgpersonaperspectiveshapehow nationalidentity is definedand,
therefore, operationalised within the study design (Latcheva, 2014).

Additional findings regarding strength
feelings can remain dormant in everyday normality and, therefore, internally appraised on a
muted level. However, the identity can be reinforced when the person is faced with a
perceivedhreat(Baydhowietal., 2023).Thecurrentstudydesignrequiredthe participantso
selfreport their level of national identityeforethey were faced with the terrorist scenario,
which itself held questionable integrity of the study design with relation to literature.
Thereforejn this casea weakenedevel of nationalidentity couldhavebeenself-reportedby
participants. Due to this it was decided to remove the participant level of national identity

variable from the analysis.

SeparateStudy Discussions

Study 1

This study used standard regression model that aimed to gradictpant attitudes
to terror suspects facing circumstantial and directly implicating evidence. The predictor
variableswerepersonatraitswhich wereselfreportedoy participantygender,age,beliefin
a just world, right wing authoritarianism, need for closure, paranoia, and mortality

saliencg. Hypotheses for this study were partially supported by results as discussed below.
Merged data discussion

Merged data partially supported H1la with support for threats of violence being significantly
predicted by male gender. However, this was only indicated for one of the three physical
counterterrormeasuresgthreatsof violencg. Participantagewasnot hypothesisedor within
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Study 1, However, four of the counter terror measwgeg(tphone surveillancemart TV

surveillance)aptopsurveillanceand sleepdeprivation) werepositively predictedby older

participant age.

Speculativeindividual country discussion

H1b,H1f and H1g was not supportég the studyesults.

Hla was partially supported as Polmshle participantavere significantly more supportive

of thephysical counter terror measutereats of violencelhis was only significant amongst
Polish males which was interesting. Research as discussed in the introductory chapters
suggests that males from an individualistic culture would be the most likely to support
physical counter terror measures. A discussion point surrounding this is that Polish culture
although rated by Hofstede and Minkov (2010) as high, in masculinity index, is suggested to
be neither rooted in individualism or collectivism (Cultural Atlas, 2017). The country has a
firm grounding in family values and parental authority which relate more to a collectivist
culture (Bejanyan et al., 2015) but just scores within Hofstedes (2010) individualism
dimension with a rating of 60; anything below 50 is regarded as collectivist with-a0mid
score being considered ambiguous (Culture Factor, 2024). In comparison, the UK score 89
and,USA 91 maysuggesthatmasculinity,asopposedo culture,is moresignificantin terms

of support for physical counter terror measures.

H1c was partially supported; higher levelsefief in a just worlcamongst Polish
participants were a significant predictor of support for all of the digital counter terror
measures, additionaltpreats of violence-d1d was not supported by the study results. The
hypothesis was supported by previous research that suggested personality factors such as
right-wing authoritarianismare significant predictors of racial prejudice (Heaven & Quintin,
2003;Duckett& Sibley,2007;Laytheetal.,2001).However theregressioranalysisfor both

merged and speculative data in the current study did not find this to be a significant predictor
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of prejudiced support for physical measures ag&imestgnor minority religionsuspects. An
alternativeresearch study also negated tifieory thatright wing authoritarianisntendencies
rose to higher levels in the face of terrorist threat. An authoritarian outlook was existent at
similar levels in participants with or without threat (Hetherington & Suhay, 2011). However,
the lack of significance afght-wing authoritarianisnmto be areliable regression predictor in
thecurrentstudydoesnot weakerresearchindingsthatsocialintoleranceof minority groups

and an authoritarian perspective correlate (Davis & Miller, 2018; Bret et al., 2017), it simply

does not add to the weight of research evidence for this.

Hlewasnot supportedy the studyresults.In fact,in contradictiornto the hypothesis
need for closurgvas a positive predictor variable for digital counter terror measures in both

the merged data analysis and also the speculative Indian analysis.

Previous research indicates that to undergo the psychological processidbr
closure a person must experience two tendencies, urgency, and permanency (Kosic, 2002).
The former relates to a cognitive awareness that the situation needs to be resolved with
immediacy and the latter relates to a cognitive need to maintain that closure for as long as
possible to sustain a feeling of resolution (Kruglanski & Webster, 1996). The design and
presentation of the terrorist scenarios may not have been sufficiently realistic to evoke this
process in the participants. This would not have altered the high level-oépetfed need
for closurefrom participantsasthe scalesvereaskingthemfor theirlevelsof thisin general.
However, for an active need for closure thinking style to have become apparent the correct

situational emotions may have been needed to be experienced.

This may have been a similar situation for the variablggcdnoiaandmortality
saliencethatwerealsoincludedin theregressiorior the currentstudy.Contraryto the study

hypothesis they failed to show any significant prediction power.
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A significantly positive predictor in the speculative standard multiple regression
models wasge This was evident for India, Poland and USA patrticipantagesncreased
so too did levels of support for various counter terror measuarar{phone surveillanc®
sleepdeprivation. As previouslydiscussedthis wasalsoa significantpredictingfactorin all
three digital measures within the merged data and one physical mespeae a predictor

variable had not been included as a study hypothesis.

This result does not wholly align with previous research that suggests older age
correlates with higher support for more punitive punishment (Toch & Maguire, 2014). This
could possibly be owing to a large percentage of participants in the current study being of
universityage (12 1yrs) . 60Ol der agedé coul d-twetiesdef i ned
within these parameters. Research suggests that millennials (ages between 27 and 43 years)
are only moderately punitive and favour an outlook that criminality can be rectified with
progressiveandsupportivepoliciestowardsoffendergLeeetal., 2021).This finding would
support literature to an extent as the significant support was identified towards the less

punitive counter terror measures in general.

Alternative literature related to age and personal experience of the 9/11 terror attack,
suggested that older age was indicated in lower levels of distress response to terrorist attack
of 9/11 and additionally predicted less incidence of-{r@stmatic stress disorder after the
event(Scottetal., 2013).This maysuggesthattheterrorscenariosisedin the currentstudy
did not elicit such a marked response in the older age group of participants than the younger

age groups.
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Study 2

This study was designed to examine the role of media consumption in support for
digital andphysicalcounterterrormeasureggainsterrorsuspectsacing circumstantiabnd
directly implicating evidence. Participants sedported the level of correct representation
that various areas of media (factual based media, entertaimarsed media, and social
media) gave to terrorism. Data was analysed through merged and independent country
ANOVAs, additionally with the use of regression models for merged and separate country

data. Hypotheses for this study were partially supported by results as discussed below.

Merged Anova dataanalysis

ANOVAs did notreturn anysignificantfindingswith relationto hypotheses.

Speculativeindividual country discussion

Within theindividual countrythreeway ANOVAs significantfindingswerefoundfor

analysis of polish and UK data.

H2 a, b & c- Analysis of Polish data disagreed with the hypothesis for support of
physical counter terror measures. The significant variables that raised support for the two
physicalcounterterrormeasuresf sleepdeprivationandindefinitedetentiorwereanational
suspectyith no religionandcircumstantial evidencé his is in a total contradiction to the

suggested hypothesis.

H2b - Polish participants displayed significant supportsimartphone surveillance
counter terror measure if the suspect hadreority religion This does not support the
hypothesis that participants would be more favourable towards physical counter terror
measures for minority religion suspects. @oéential reason fahis could behe wording in

thestudyscenariosThedirectly implicatingevidenceheldagainstsuspect#n thescenarioss
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in theform of videosthatfeaturethemmakingterroristthreats For circumstantiakvidencat

is describedasonline poststhatappearto bemadebythes u s p Eheinfedenceherecould

be interpreted as the digital device would need to be monitored to prove that the posts were
beingmade by the suspect. However, this does not account for the bias regarding the

monitoring of devices belonging to minority religious suspects. Poland is described as a

highly homogenous country (Zemopeiotrowska et al., 2021) with less than 3% of the

population being in an ethnic minority (European Commission, 2023). This would firmly

place a religious minority suspect as an outgroup member, and in line with social
categorisation theory (Turner, 1987) assessnm

uniformity instead of individual appraisal (Felipe, 2023).

H2 a & b- threats of violenceeceived a significant level of support from Polish
participantsvith atwo-way interactionbetweerforeignsuspecandminority religion. This

was in support of the study hypotheses.

H2 ¢ - UK dataanalysisfoundsignificantsupportfor only thecounterterrormeasure
of indefinite detentionthis was displayed when participants received a scenario where the
suspect hadirectly implicatedevidencéheld against them. This is in line with theory that
suggests weight of evidence elicits a more determined judgement (Ward 2020; Mauet et al.,

2023).

Merged data regressionanalysisand discussion

H2 d - Within the mergeddataregressions thisypothesis watully supported.
Positivepredictorgor all threeof the physicalcounterterrormeasuresverehigherlevelsof

trust in the portrayal of terrorism action movies.
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The depiction of terrorism in Hollywood movies is deriweith a primary focus on
entertainmentPlotsarespectacularlyavish,andterroristvillains aredepictedasthe epitome
of evil. In general, the movie ends with the terror threat averted by strong and physical
methods (Reigler, 2010). Therefore, a high level of trust in this depiction of terrorism will
naturally lead to significant support for physical means to counter terrorism even though it
has been argued that physical means of counter terror prevention are less effective
(Wolfendale, 2006; Randall, 2022). This can also apply to the support for hypothesis
regarding all entertainmettased media, where trust is placed in entertainment rather than

information which is factual.

H2ei This hypothesis was partially supported within the merged data regression
positive predictors for all three of the physical counter terror measures were higher levels of
trust in the portrayal of terrorism antertainment newspapéased media. However, Trust
in informationbasedmediaconsumptiordid not positively predictsupportfor digital counter

terror measures.

Speculativedata discussion

H2 d- was partly supported in the individual country regression analyses. Polish
supportfor theindefinitedetentioncounterterrormeasuravaspositively predictedoy higher
levels of trust in representation of terrorisnagtion moviesAdditionally, USA participant
support for all three physical counter terror measures was positively predicted by higher

levels of trust imction movies

H2 e- This was partially supported in the speculative regression analysis. Positive
predictorsfor physicalcounterterrormeasureslerivedfrom entertainmenbasednediaonly.
UK participants positive predictor variable favousrdertainment newspapeoland,

action moviesandsocialmedig USA action movies, social medand interestingly a lower
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level of trustin entertainmenhewspapersTheonesignificantmediavariablethatpredicted

support for digital terror measures was trustagial media.

It could beargued thasocial mediaanbe usedto obtainfactually basedhformation.
The younger generation is increasingly sourcing news through social media as opposed to
mainstream TV news channels (Swart, 2021). However, with the use of algorithms within
social media set to flag similar types of media content, this could be supporting a critical
argument regarding the requirement to view current world events through varied factual
information.Usingonly socialmediato sourcenewsstoriescould provideanechochamber

to reinforce bias and stereotypes (Siles et al, 2020).

A statistically significant predictor variable in the individual country regression
models wagiender This was not included in the study hypothesis. In Polish regressions
female gendewas a significant predictor of digital counter terror meass@sutphoneand
laptop surveillancg additionally support fodigital measures in generalt is interesting
thatPolandwasthe countrywithin the studythatdisplayedhe mostgenderedtereotypes$or
supportingcounterterrormeasures?olandhasarelatively high Masculinity Index (Hofstede
& Minkov, 2010) implying more gendered ascribed roles for women, which would explain
the softer digital approach to counter terror measures. However, this also applied to UK and

USA whose study analysis did not supply such gendered results.

Study 3

This study was designed to examine the role that trust in authorities holds in
predicting attitudes of support for digital and physical counter terror measures against terror
suspects facing circumstantial and directly implicating evidence. Participantesmifed
the level of trust they held in areas of authority that ensure safety from terrorist attack

(domesticounterintelligencegverseagounterintelligenceborderforce officers,electronic
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border controls, counteterror policeandjudges. Data was analysed through merged
internationadataandindependentountryANOVAs, hypothese$or which arestatedoelow.

In addition, regression models based on the merged and individual country data (speculative
level) are presented. Hypotheses for this study were partially supported by results as

discussed below.

Merged data Anova analysis

H3 a, b & ci These were partially supported by results from the merged data
ANOVAs. The variable type of evidence did not indicate significantly higher levels of
support for physical counter terror measures. The suspect nationality variable was in
contradiction to hypothesised, with scenarios containimgtianal suspecis opposed to a
foreign suspeateceiving higher support for physical counter terror measures. However,
aligning with the hypothesis, ANOVA results for participants who received a scenario
containingaterrorsuspectvith aminority religion resultedn asignificantly higherlevel of
support for physical counter terror measures.

Regression analysis supported this hypothesis in terms of gengesitAre predictor
for physicalcounterterror measuresn generalandindividually for the sleepdeprivationand

threats of violenceneasure was participamale gender

Speculativedata discussion

H3 a, b & ci These were partially supported by the study results. Support for the
digital measurdaptopsurveillancen themergeddataanalysiseceivedmoresupportfrom
participants if they received a scenario withasional suspecindcircumstantial evidence
held against them. The third variable was a Suspectwitbrity religionwhich does not

support this study hypothesis.
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The significance of the variabiainority religious suspeaominated the ANOVA
results inStudy 3 Literature suggests a negative bias towards religious minority groups,
particularly those of Muslim origin within perception of terrorist threat (Vergani et al, 2022;
Pavetich & Stathi, 2021; Arnoult et al, 2023). This is consistent with theaeforisation
theory(Turner,1987)asalthoughthethreatof right-wing terrorideologycontinuedo risein
all countriesncludedin thestudy(Martini & Silva, 2023 Pantucci& Singam,2024:Aslam,
2023; Kajta et al, 2023), holding prejudice regarding obvouigroups involves less
cognitive strain (Chen et al, 2023; Heitmann & Reichardt, 2024). A person holding
aggressive rightving ideology can reside quietly in society with outwardly familiar group
identification. Of late, news items report on how young previously unnoticed youth have
been plotting, making devices, and spreading propaganda from the safety of suburbia

unnoticed by their O6ingroupé (Evans, 2024,

Additionally, during recent historythe Islamic religion has been more associated
with terrorism than any other. Despite a decrease of Jihadi threat and a rise in right wing
driven attacksavies & Davies, 2023research evidenced that Muslim perpetrators
received disproportionate coveragmmpared tther attacks (Kearns, et al, 20Mashaal
2021; Jacksqr2023). This itselbreedsa biased public perception
Additionally in the UK since 2001 a decrease of British Muslims being identified through
their Asian identity has been witnessed (either Pakistani, Indian etc). Cultural or ethnic

variances were no longer embraced (Meer & Modood, 2009), instead they have become

C

| abell ed under one religiousdé identity O61sl a

2019).ThereforethevariableMinority Religionwaslikely to havetriggeredparticipantias

immediately.

Merged data regressionanalysisand discussion

H3d - Results from merged data regression analysis partially supported this
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hypothesis with higher levels of trustdomestic counterintelligen@dborder control
officerspositively predictingsupportfor bothdigital measuresf smartphoneurveillance&
laptop surveillanceHowever, physical counter measures were also positively predicted by

higher levels of trust iborder control officersthus, not supporting the hypothesis.

H3e- This hypothesis wasot supported byesults.

Speculativeindividual country regressionanalysisand discussion

H3d - This was partially supported by results from Polish data. All digital counter terror
measures received significantly higher levels of support from participants who had high
levelsof trustin domestidntelligence counterterror police,andelectronicbordercontrols.

With regards to both elements of support for H3d within the analysis results, one
could suggest that this would be a natural preference of counter terror measure. For those
participants who trustomestic counterintelligence services, border control offiaacs
electronicbordercontrolswhich all rely on digital measureso someextentit would bean
automatic preference to feel that digital counter terror measures ar@ppoogriate
(Chinasa et al., 2024).

H3e- This was patrtially supported by results from USA data where participants who
displayedalackof trustin bordercontrol officers butaraisedevel of trustin counterterror
policegave significantly higher levels of support for the physical counter terror measures of
sleep deprivatiomndthreats of violenceHowever, when general support was analysed, this
was the case for regression models of both digital and physical counter terror measures.

Political events at the time of data collection may have influenced US patrticipants
whilst completing the study. Towards the end of 2020 whilst data was being actively
collected,Trumpwascampaigningagainstheinflux of MexicanimmigrantsacrosgheU.S
border(Turner, 2021). Rhetoric concerned construction of a border wall and harsh border

control to limit unwanted immigration.
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Study 4

This study was designed to examine the impact of meta stereotypes on support for
digital andphysicalcounterterrormeasuresgainsterror suspect$acing circumstantiaand
directlyimplicatingevidencelndiaandPolandwereexcludedrom this studyas theydo not
perform juried trials. Threevay ANOVAs were performed to analyse findings of both
merged and individual country datasets. Hypotheses for this study were partially supported

by U.S results (UK results returned no significant findings) as discussed below.

Mergeddataresults
H4a- This hypothesisvasnot supportedy studyresults.

H4b - This hypothesis wagrot supportedby studyresults.

Speculativeindividual country discussion
H4ai This hypothesis wagot supportedyy studyresults.
H4b - waspartially supportedy resultswhich suggestethat USA participantsvho were
presented with a mettereotype including reign suspecupported more lenient
measures as opposed to those that received a scenario including a suspeictonith
religion suspect.

Literature suggests the meta stereotype outcome is complex and the process not
alwayslinear (Voylesetal., 2014).1f the persorholdsa metastereotypehatis empowering
or superior then this will not be viewed as problematic and therefore does not need to be
negated (Fowler & GasioreR018). Participants in the study were not asked how they
viewedthe metastereotypehatwasheldabouttheir group;thereforeijt is difficult to assess
whether the vignette held the necessary power to evoke the meta stereotype process we

required for the study outcome.
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Study 5

This study was designed to examine the impact of existential threats on support for
digital andphysicalcounterterrormeasuregagainsterrorsuspectsacing circumstantiabnd
directly implicatingevidence. Twevay ANOVAs were performed to analyse findings.
Suspectin the scenariosverealwaysforeignandfrom areligious minority backgroundThe
variables osuspect gendeandthreat typewere manipulated.
Hypothesegor this studywerepartially supportedasdiscussedbelow.
With similarity to Study4, thesimulatedexistentiathreatappearedo haverequiredthe

correct environmental conditions to be activated.

Merged data discussion

H5a- This hypothesisvassupportedy the studyresultsfrom the mergeddata.Participants
who received the scenario includindpaeign male suspedissuing ahreat of deathgave
significantly more support to the physical counter terror measunglefinite detention.

H5b1 This hypothesis wagsot supportedby studyresults.

Speculativendividual countrydiscussion

H5a & b- Indian participants gave significantly higher support for the physical
counter terror measure woidefinite detentionf the sentence in the vignette including an
illnessthreatasopposedo adeaththreat Level of participantsupportfor physicalmeasures
from remaining countries in the study, were not significantly affected by the threat

manipulation.
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General Summary

In this thesis, sel€ategorisation theory (1987) was supported to an extent throughout
the studies with relation to religious identity of the suspect (hority religion) In both
Studies2 and3, participantssupportednorepunitive physicalcounterterrormeasure$or the
outgroup ofminority religionwithin the scenario rather thaationality of the suspect. This
indicates within the current research that religion had a stronger influence in the
categorisation of others than the alternative identifying factogemderandnationality.

Religion is a powerfully impacting social category (Burris & Jackson, 2000). However,

research literature suggests that the Islamic religion is often wrongly described as a race

instead of aeligion (Hafiz, 2022; Hunter et al., 2023; Leisch, 2023). Therefore, it could be
contested that participants were prescribing
the case nhationalitymaystill haveinfluencedthefindings. Althoughthisis atenuougoint

which would require further investigation to raise with confidence. Nonetheless, current

findings as they argresented, further emphasise the divisions displayed regarding religion

(Burris & Jackson, 2000).

Resultshighlight thatoutgroupidentificationreliedonreligiousratherthannational
identity, whichties in with the research on the nuances and subjectivity regarding what it
means to feel a sense of national pride (Abdela et al, 200&).variance of mindset over
what national pride means and focus on religion as an outgroup factor have been shown in
context during the 2024 summer riots in the
religious identity were catalyst fothe riots. However, theationalist sentiment vocalised
by rioters was not shared by all of the UK population whether they held a high level of
national identity or not.

The Polish sample was the one that displayed the most support for physical counter

terrormeasuredn Studiesl, 2 and3, Polishparticipantdisplayedsignificantsupportfor a
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variety of physical measures. They were also the only country samples that displayed a
significantgenderedttitudetowardscounterterrormeasuresvore specifically,Polishmales
displayed asignificantly highelevel of support for physical counter terror measures in Study

1, and females displayed a significantly higher level of support for digital counter terror
measures in Study 3. This could suggest that Poland has a bias towards gender stereotypes in
terms of violence and aggression, which is line with research on the general patriarchal

gender norms in Poland (Grzyb, 2024).

Limitations

As with all research, the thesis findings had several limitations which affect the
validity and reliability of findings. A random sample from different regions of each
respective country would allow for greaggneralisability. The global pandemic affected the
timeframe of data collection, taking the media spotlight off cotieteor measures and
pushingterrorismrelatedmattersto themargin.Theoriginal planwasto collectasmuchdata
as possible across a narrow time frame as the researcher was mindful that political narratives
can often shape public opinion and result in different responses towards terror suspects. For
example, when data collection commenced in 2019, Donald Trump was president in the
USA. However, data on final studies was still being collected inte2®#1.. This was a

turbulent time in U.S politics with Trumpos

The design of the terror scenario vignettes was problematic in terms of ecological
validity, mostof notebeingthe existentialthreatStudy5. A fearof existentialthreat involves
emotionsandexpectationHegdalletal, 2022),which present&cologicalvalidity andethical
issues as this cannot hély produced from a single sentence in an artificially structured

textual vignette.
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In similarity with simulation of threat within the vignettes, the manipulation of the
meta stereotype was difficult to arrange in terms of ecological validity and ethical issues.
Instead of thearticipant deciding for themselves if thespect was an-4group orout-group
member through visual suggestion (as it mostly the case in the mass media), the vignette
scenario involved a written description of the terror suspect, suionedgn/nationaland
minority religion/no religion Research advises that visual communication is more effective
becausét can beprocessed by the brain much faster (Vogels, 2018) and crdaéshtened
level of emotionalreaction(Burmark,2002).This could havenegativelyaffectedthe strength

of the meta stereotype process.

Additionally, and as previously mentioned, further research may explore how meta
stereotypes in the context of security as viewed by participant pools in countries such as
Poland and India were mostly fixed to a student age range. This was due to the reliance on
university access for collection of data. UK and USA had a more varied age range, with the
assistance of the snowball sampling via social media. Subseqoentitgstingesults across
countrieswasproblematicJendingweightto themergeddata analysisiyhich suggests

caution when it comes to the external validity and generalisability (Mayeda et al, 2020).

Finally, thedecisionto useregressioranalysisn somestudiesvasabalancebetween
a requirement to establish independent country regression models and the risk of less robust
results from inadequate participant numbers. To counter effect this, regression models of
international data were additionally created to give a broader perspective with heighted
reliability. Future research design should be mindful of this to avoid presenting results that

are not sufficiently powered.
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Strengths

Despitethelimitations of thiswork, therewereseveraktrengthsThecurrentresearch
referred in part to methods used in previous research (McGarry & Shortland, 2023; McGarry
et al, 2023; Arsenault et al, 2024; Gallova et al., 2018) where it is stgmdatdte to use
vignette scenarios in terrorist research (Muris et al, 20®&pgning that the current results
and insights can contribute to the ongoing debate about support for emurdemeasures,
especially with regards to selhtegorisation theory.

In addition,thisresearclproducesnsightswith regardd¢o morediversecountefterror
measures than the related existing research (Gallova et al., 2018) by employing an ambitious
number of variables and scenarios, which had not been combined in this area beforehand.
This, in turn, may stimulatetheacademicsecuritydebateandencouragdurtherexploration
that may involve the visual rather than textual manipulation of identities, thus increasing
ecological validity (albeit not without some technical and ethical issues associated with
potential stigmatisation of certain groups)

A furtherstrength was thpointthat selfcategorisation theory (1987) was generally
supported throughout the studies. It illustrates the concept in reference to terrorism and
counterterror strategies, thitan outgroup is framed as a threat to your ingroup, you will be
willing to succumb to a variety of questionably controversial strategies. Ones that will curb
your personal freedonmandpossibly infringe human rights pbtentialsuspects.

Overall, this research provides muittional/cultural viewpoints, offering a broader
perspective on support for counter terrorism measures that has been lacking in previous
research. Such a broader perspective is especially relevant given that all the four counties are
alliesagainsterrorthreatsandall of themhavebeeninvolvedin controversiatounterterror
measures, such as extraordinary rendition operations;dhtkem (the UK, US and Poland)
are NATO allies with similar approaches to cousteror measures. Thus, the original

contribution lies in how countderror measures can be made more acceptable by the public
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by manipulating the terror suspect out groupness, which inevitably raises ethical issues

related to stigmatising minorities.

8.2 Directions for future research

In the wake of the 2024 summer riots in the UK, policy surrounding extremism,
terrorism and interaction with social media has received considerable attention. A driving
force behind the unrest was negative online activity, with three men given a custodial
sentencéor inciting racialhatredwith theironline posts(Whitehead2024).Subsequently,
there has been widespread suggestion that policy regarding usage of social media in the
context of hate crime requires reassessment (Elgot & Courea, 2024).

Findings from this presented research indicates how levels of trust in certain areas of
media consumption can predict a more punitive and potentially unrealistic view of terrorism.
Revealingheightened acceptanoécertaincounterterrorismmeasureso dealwith theissue.
Building onthesefindingswith a greateifocuson socialmediausagecouldinform updateso
policy and influence upgraded guidelines with heightened applicability.

In generalfurther information would be of benefit regardithgg power of media
consumption from a variety of outlets, and its influence on social attitudes towards terrorist
threat in terms of who is a threat. Is there a variance of attitude regeautaing why?
dependent on the medium you consuyaur gender, your age, geographical location. Media
has become a powerful tool that shapes our thought processes. It wbelgfkto be
aware of its influence on the contentious subject of terrorism that potentially has the power to
divide our society with albf its associated push and pull factors.

Divisionsregardingreligiousidentity havealsobeenemphasisetly thefindings.This
IS not a surprising message, as religious tensions are evident across the globe. However, in

terms of realife context and influence on policy decisions, this adds further weight to the
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need for religious tolerance through community cohesion.

Regarding the lack of ecological validity when trying to recreate existential threat or
metastereotypest would be possibleto increase immersioandraiseemotionalreactionsf
videoclips or virtual reality applicationsvereusedto simulatethreatfor participantsVirtual
Reality is increasingly being used to aid reality during research studies. Although this could
potentially increase the validity of participant responses, ethical issues would need to be
carefully considered and addressed.

As an alternative to stating that the ter
r el i gniAlegengratedmageof thesuspectouldbeprovidedor theuseof abstraciAl -

generated cartoons, thus bypassing the issue of pointing out individuals. Alternatively, the

graphic manipulation of identity could involve animated cartoon characters whose colours
andclothesmight bypassethicalissuesof stigmatisingparticularminority groups This
would then allow the metstereotype to form in participants mind maedurally, in a
subjective manner, as opposed to being textually placed there by the researcher.
Quantitativefindingsregardingattitudesof supportfor certaintypesof counterterror
measures could be elaborated upon; Semi structured interviews would provide further depth
to rationale and emotion behind decisions made by participants. Although recruiting
university students provides ease of access to a large pool of participants, it does not provide
a variety of age or social demographiggrticularly for Indian and Polish participants. In
future research, a more varied strategy for collecting data should be employed which would
supply a more enriched form of opinion.
Overall,the culturaldimensionwithin theresearchievealednsightsthatcould benefit
from further exploration, especially in terms of visual manipulation of identity. My findings
also lend general credence to smdfegorisation theory in the context of coustegror
measures. As the individual country by country analysis was limited by low participant

numbergrenderingt speculative)pnly theinsightsbasednthe merged dataanbedeemed
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reasonably generalisable (at least in the countries wihedata was collected). Nonetheless,
the generated insights may inform the design of further studies on ctemtgrmeasures
and security in general by involving more nuanced and sophisticated visual identity

manipulation.
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APPENDIX

Appendix AT Study ScenarioVignettes

An experimentalx2x2 ANOVA design
IV1: SuspecReligiousldentity. Minority Religion/NoReligion
IV2: SuspeciNationality ldentity: National/Foreign

IV3: Typeof EvidenceDirectly Implicating/Circumstantial

Condition1

A national man with a minority religion is under police suspicion of violent extremism (i.e.
active support of violence). He will likely be charged with directly implicating evidence (i.e.,
therearevideoclips of him calling for attacks).Pleasandicatethe extentto whichyou agree

with thefollowing waysof extractingadditionalinformationfrom the British Muslim suspect

by the police.

Thecovertuseof his smartphonemicrophoneandcameraassurveillancedevices

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Thecovertuseof his smartTV microphoneandcameraassurveillancelevices

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Thecovertuseof hislaptopmicrophoneandcameraassurveillancedevices

Notatall123 456 7 Completely

Theuseof somemoderatdorture(e.g.,sleepdeprivation)

Notatall123 456 7 Completely

Theuseof someverbalintimidationtactics(e.g.,threatsof violence)

Notatall 12 345 6 CTompletely

Theindefinitedetentionwithouttrial (e.g.,lockingupillegally)

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely
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Condition2

A national man with a minority religion is under police suspicion of violent extremism (i.e.
active support of violence). He will likely be charged with circumstantially implicating
evidencqi.e.,thereareonline postsfor attacksapparentlynadeby him). Pleasandicatethe
extent to which you agree with the following ways of extracting additional information from
the British Muslim suspect by the police.

Thecovertuseof his smartphonemicrophoneandcameraassurveillancedevices

Notatall 123456 7 Completely

Thecovertuseof his smartTV microphoneandcameraassurveillancelevices

Not atall 1 2345 6 7 Completely

Thecovertuseof hislaptopmicrophoneandcameraassurveillancedevices

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Theuseof somemoderatdorture(e.g.,sleepdeprivation)

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Theuseof someverbalintimidationtactics(e.g.,threatsof violence)

Notatall1 23456 7 Completely

Theindefinitedetentionwithouttrial (e.g.,locking upillegally)

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely
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Condition3

A national marwith no religion is under police suspicion of violent extremism (i.e. active
support of violence). He will likely be charged with directly implicating evidence (i.e., there
arevideoclips of him calling for attacks).Pleasendicatethe extentto which you agreewith
thefollowing waysof extractingadditionalinformationfrom the British non-Muslim suspect

by the police.

Thecovertuseof his smartphonemicrophoneandcameraassurveillancedevices

Notatall 123456 7 Completely

Thecovertuseof his smartTV microphoneandcameraassurveillancelevices

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Thecovertuseof hislaptopmicrophoneandcameraassurveillancedevices

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Theuseof somemoderatdorture(e.g.,sleepdeprivation)

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Theuseof someverbalintimidationtactics(e.g.,threatsof violence)

Notatall1 23456 7 Completely

Theindefinitedetentionwithouttrial (e.g.,locking upillegally)

Notatall 12 356 7 Completely
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Condition4

A national man with no religion is under police suspicion of violent extremism (i.e. active
support of violence)). He will likely be charged with circumstantially implicating evidence
(i.e.,thereareonline postsfor attacksapparentlymadeby him). Pleasendicatetheextentto
which you agree with the following ways of extracting additional information from the
British nonMuslim suspect by the police:

Thecovertuseof his smartphonemicrophoneandcameraassurveillancedevices

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Thecovertuseof his smartTV microphoneandcameraassurveillancelevices

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Thecovertuseof hislaptopmicrophoneandcameraassurveillancalevices

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Theuseof somemoderatdorture(e.g.,sleepdeprivation)

Notatall1 23456 7 Completely

Theuseof someverbalintimidationtactics(e.g.,threatsof violence)

Notatall12 3456 CTompletely

Theindefinitedetentionwithouttrial (e.g.,locking upillegally)

Notatall123 456 7 Completely
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Condition5

A foreign man with minority religion is under police suspicion of violent extremism (i.e.
active support of violence). He will likely be charged with directly implicating evidence (i.e.,
therearevideo clips of him calling foattacks).Pleasandicatethe extent to which you agree
with thefollowing waysof extractingadditionalinformationfrom theforeignMuslim suspect

by the police:

Thecovertuseof his smartphonemicrophoneandcameraassurveillancedevices

Notatall 123456 7 Completely

Thecovertuseof his smartTV microphoneandcameraassurveillancelevices

Notatall12 34 % 7 Completely

Thecovertuseof hislaptopmicrophoneandcameraassurveillancedevices

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Theuseof somemoderatdorture(e.g.,sleepdeprivation)

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Theuseof someverbalintimidationtactics(e.g.,threatsof violence

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Theindefinitedetentionwithouttrial (e.g.,locking upillegally)

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely
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Condition6

A foreign man with minorityreligion is under police suspicion of violent extremism (i.e.
active support of violence). He will likely be charged with circumstantially implicating
evidencqi.e.,thereareonline postsfor attacksapparentlynadeby him). Pleasandicatethe
extent to which you agree with the following ways of extracting additional information from
the foreign Muslim suspect by the police.

Thecovertuseof his smartphonemicrophoneandcameraassurveillancedevices

Notatall 123456 7 Completely

Thecovertuseof his smartTV microphoneandcameraassurveillancelevices

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Thecovertuseof hislaptopmicrophoneandcameraassurveillancedevices

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Theuseof somemoderatdorture(e.g.,sleepdeprivation)

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Theuseof someverbalintimidationtactics(e.g.,threatsof violence)

Notatall1 23456 7 Completely

Theindefinitedetentionwithouttrial (e.g.,locking upillegally)

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely
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Condition7

A foreign man with no religion is under police suspicion of violent extremism (i.e. active
support of violence). He will likely be charged with directly implicating evidence (i.e., there
arevideo clips of him calling for attackspleasandicate theextent to which you agreeith
thefollowing waysof extractingadditionalinformationfrom the foreignnon-Muslim suspect

by the police:

Thecovertuseof his smartphonemicrophoneandcameraassurveillancedevices

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Thecovertuseof his smartTV microphoneandcameraassurveillancelevices

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Thecovertuseof hislaptopmicrophoneandcameraassurveillancalevices

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Theuseof somemoderatdorture(e.g.,sleepdeprivation)

Notatall1 23456 7 Completely

Theuseof someverbalintimidationtactics(e.g.,threatsof violence)

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Theindefinitedetentionwithouttrial (e.g.,locking upillegally)

Notatall123 456 7 Completely
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Condition8

A foreign man with no religion is under police suspicion of violent extremism (i.e. active
support olviolence). He will likely be charged with circumstantially implicating evidence
(i.e.,thereareonline postsfor attacksapparentlymadeby him). Pleasendicatetheextentto
which you agree with the following ways of extracting additional information from the
foreign noaMuslim suspect by the police:

Thecovertuseof his smartphonemicrophoneandcameraassurveillancedevices

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Thecovertuseof his smartTV microphoneandcameraassurveillancelevices

Not atall 1 2345 6 7 Completely

Thecovertuseof hislaptopmicrophoneandcameraassurveillancealevices

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Theuseof somemoderatdorture(e.g.,sleepdeprivation)

Notatall1 23456 7 Completely

Theuseof someverbalintimidationtactics(e.g.,threatsof violence)

Notatall1 23456 7 Completely

Theindefinitedetentiorwithouttrial (e.g.,lockingupillegally)
Notatall123 456 7 Completely
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Appendix B - Personaltraits questionnairefor study 1 regression
Belief in a Just World

Rubin, Z & Peplan, L.A. (1975). Who believes in a just wodd@rnal of Social Issue81, 6590.

| think basically the world is a just place

Stronglydisagreel 2 34 56 7 Stronglyagree

| believethat, by andlarge,peoplegetwhattheydeserve
Strongly disagree 1 2 34 5 6 7 Strongly agree

| think thatpeopletry to befair whenmakingimportantdecisions

Strongly disagree 1 2 34 5 6 7 Strongly agree

| amconvincedhat,in thelongrun, peoplewill becompensatetbr injustices

Strongly disagree 1 2 34 5 6 7 Strongly agree

Otherpeoplewill ensurghatpeoplegetwhattheydeserve

Strongly disagree 1 2 34 5 6 7 Strongly agree

Mortality Salience

Levasseur, O., McDermott, M.R., & Lafreniere, K. (2015). The Multidimensional Mortality Awal
Measure & Model (MMAMM): Development and validation of a new -seffort questionnaire
psychological frameworkOmega : Journal of Death & Dyin@0(3), 317341.

| wouldlike to createsomethinghatwill outlive me

Notatall123 456 7 Completely

| feelafraidwhenl think of thetime flying rapidly by
Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

It is hardfor meto acceptmy own mortality
Not atall 1 2 345 6 7 Completely
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Life may oftentimes seem futile

Notatall 1234567 Completely

259



Theideaof deathmakesnefeel powerless

Notatall12 3456 7 Completely

Right Wing Authoritarianism

Altemeyer, B. (1998). The other authoritarian personafitivances in Experimental Social Psycholdfy
47-92.

Obediencandrespecfor authorityarethemostimportantvalueschildrenshouldlearn

Strongly disagree 1 2 34 5 6 7 Strongly agree

Themajority of thosewho criticize properauthoritiesn governmenandreligion only create
useless doubts in peopleds mind

Stronglydisagreel 23 456 7 Stronglyagree

Everyoneshouldhavetheirown lifestyle, religiousbeliefs,andsexualpreferencesgvenif it
makesthem different from everyone else

Stronglydisagreel 23 456 7 Stronglyagree

Gaysandlesbiansarejustashealthyandmoralasanybodyelse

Strongly disagree 1 2 34 5 6 7 Strongly agree

Thereis absolutelynothingwrongwith nudistcamps

Strongly disagree 1 2 34 5 6 7 Strongly agree

Paranoia

Melo, S., Corcoran, R., Shryane, N., & Bentall, R.P. (200%e persecution and deservedness
Psychology & Psychotherap247260.

You shouldonly trustyourself

Stronglydisagreel 23 456 7 Stronglyagree

Therearetimeswhenl worry thatothersmightbe plotting againsime
Strongly disagree 1 2 34 5 6 7 Strongly agree
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| amoftensuspiciouf otherp e o pimtemtissagainsime

Strongly disagree 1 2 3 4 5 &frongly agree

| believethat somegpeople wanto hurtmedeliberately
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Stronglydisagreel 23 456 7 Stronglyagree

My friendsoftentell meto relaxandstopworrying aboutbeingdeceivedr harmed

Strongly disagree 1 2 3 4 5 &frongly agree

Needfor Closure

Krujlanski, A.W., Atash,M.N., De Grada,E., Mannetti, L., & Pierro, A. (2013). Need for Closure
(NFC). Measurement Instrument Database for Social Science. Retrieved from www.midss.ie

| hate to change my plansthe last minute

Stronglydisagreel 2 34 56 7 Stronglyagree

| don't like situations that are uncertain

Stronglydisagreel 234 56 7 Stronglyagree

| dislike it whena person'statementould meanmanydifferentthings

Strongly disagree 1 2 34 5 6 7 Strongly agree

| enjoyhavingaclearandstructurednodeof life

Strongly disagree 1 2 34 5 6 7 Strongly agree

| dislike questionsvhich couldbeansweredn manydifferentways

Strongly disagree 1 2 34 5 6 7 Strongly agree
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Appendix C
Media Questionnaire(Study 2)

Kohring, M., & Matthews, J. (2007). Trust in news media : Development and validatior
multidimensional scal&Communication resear¢i34(2), 231252.

laThetopicof terrorismreceiveghenecessargttentionin actionmovies

Strongly disagree 1 2 34 5 6 7 Stronglyree

1b Thetopic of terrorismin actionmoviesincludesdifferentpointsof view

Strongly disagree 1 2 34 5 6 7 Stronglyree

1cTheinformationonterrorismin actionmoviesis correct

Strongly disagree 1 2 34 5 6 7 Stronglyree

1d Theassessmemf thetopic of terrorismin actionmoviesis useful

Strongly disagree 1 2 34 5 6 7 Stronglyree

2aThetopicof terrorismreceiveghenecessarattentionin BBC/National
Geographic/Discovery Channrlgdte documentaries

Stronglydisagreel 2 345 6 7 StronghAgree

2b Thetopic of terrorismin BBC/NationalGeographic/Discover¢€hannellike
documentaries includes different points of view

Stronglydisagreel 2 345 6 7 StronghAgree

2c Theinformationonterrorismin BBC/NationalGeographic/DiscoverZhannellike
documentaries is correct

Stronglydisagreel 2 345 6 7 StronglhAgree

2d Theassessmermf thetopic of terrorismin BBC/NationalGeographic/DiscoverZhannel
like documentaries is useful

Stronglydisagreel 2 345 6 7 StronghAgree

3aThetopic of terrorismreceiveghenecessarattentionin entertainmenfocused
newspapers (e.g., like the Sun or the DMliyror)

Stronglydisagreel 2 3 45 6 7 StronglyAgree

3bThetopicof terrorism inentertainmenfocusednewspaperge.g.,like the Sunor the Daily
Mirror) includes different points of view

Stronglydisagreel 2 3 45 6 7 StronglyAgree
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3cTheinformationonterrorismin entertainmenfocusednewspaperge.g.,like the Sunor
the Daily Mirror) is correct
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Stronglydisagreel 2 3 45 6 7 StronglyAgree

3d Theassessmemf thetopic of terrorismin entertainmenfocusednewspaperge.g.,like
the Sun or the Daily Mirror) is useful

Stronglydisagreel 2 3 45 6 7 StronghyAgree

4aThetopic of terrorismreceiveghe necessargttentionin pureinformationfocused
newspapers (e.g., like tii&uardian or the Telegraph)

Stronglydisagreel 2 345 6 7 StronghAgree

4b Thetopic of terrorism inpureinformationfocusednewspaperée.g.,like the Guardianor
the Telegraph) includes different points of view

Stronglydisagreel 2 3 45 6 7StronglyAgree

4c Theinformationon terrorismin pureinformationfocusednewspaperée.g.,like the
Guardian or the Telegraph) is correct

Stronglydisagreel 2 3 45 6 7 StronglyAgree

4d Theassessmemf the topic of terrorismin pureinformationfocusednewspaperée.g.,
like the Guardian or the Telegraph) is useful

Stronglydisagreel 2 3 45 6 7 StronghAgree

5aThetopic of terrorismreceiveghenecessargttentionin socialmedia,suchasFacebook
or Twitter

Stronglydisagreel 2 3 45 6 7 StronghAgree

5b Thetopicof terrorismin socialmedia,suchasFaceboolor Twitter
includes different points of view.

Stronglydisagreel 2 3 45 6 7 StronglhAgree
5cTheinformationonterrorismin socialmedia,suchasFaceboolor Twitter
IS correct.

Stronglydisagreel 2 3 45 6 7 StronglyAgree

5d Theassessmemtf thetopic of terrorismin socialmedia,suchasFaceboolor Twitter is
useful

Stronglydisagreel 2 3 45 6 7 StronglyAgree
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Appendix D

Trustina u t h o questiopnaise

Nyhan R, Marlowe, Jr. H. Development and psychometric properties of the organizational trust inver
Evaluation Revien21(5):614635.

SIXPREDICTORFACTORS:

To whatextentdo you agreewith thefollowing statements?

My level of confidencan theability of the British domesticcounterintelligenceandsecurity
agency is:

Nearlyzerol 23 456 7Near100%

My level of confidencan theability of theforeignintelligenceserviceof the British
government is:

Nearlyzerol 23 456 7Near100%

My level of confidencan theability of the UK borderofficersis:

Nearly zero 123456 7 Near 100%

My level of confidencan the UK borderelectroniccontrols(e.g.,eyescan)is:

Nearly zero 123456 7 Near 100%

My level of confidencean theability of the UK counterpoliceis:

Nearly zero 123456 7 Near 100%

My level of confidencean theability of theBritish judgesis:

Nearly zero 1 23 45 6 7 Near 100%
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STUDY 117 REGRESSIONAPPENDIX

APPENDIX 1AT SMARTTPHONE MEASURE MERGED DATA

Model Summary

Adjusted R Stdl. Error of
Model R R Square Square the Estimate
1 340 148 096 1.81653

a. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEAMNBJW, gender, MEANMS,
MEAMMFC, Country, MEANRWA, MEAMPARAMNOIA

ANOVA?
Sum of
Model Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Fegression 161.326 ] 20166 6.111 .ooo®
Residual 1237413 avs 3.300
Total 1398.740 383

a. DependentWariable: |'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please

maove slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

b. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANBJW, gender, MEAMNMS, MEAMMFC, Country,

MEAMBWA, MEANPARAMOIA
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Coefficients”

Standardized

Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients

Madel B Std. Error Beta t Sig.

1 (Constant) 1.218 781 1.561 A14
Country - 160 096 -.082 -1 667 096
MEAMRWA 222 A2 .0ag 1.834 Q67
MEAMBJW 154 085 081 1.674 085
MEAMMS 018 082 012 221 826
MEAMPARAMDIA -.033 a7z -.026 - 467 G
MEAMMF C .208 084 A27 2.343 020
gender 023 g82 006 A20 405
Age 039 008 23 4 606 .0on
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a. DependentVariable: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move
glider with mouse to indicate your apinion



APPENDIX 1BT SMARTTV MEASURE MERGED DATA

Model Summary”

Adjusted R Std. Error of the
Maodel F R Square Square Estimate

1 1847 034 016 1.95132

a. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MeanMs, Gender, MeanBJW,
MeanPar, MeanhFC, MeanREWA

h. DependentVariable: IndiaSuppotSmanTy

ANOVA?
Sum of
Model Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Fegression 50.571 7 7.224 1.897 06aP
Residual 1443104 arg 3.808
Total 1493.674 386
a. DependentVariable: IndiaSuppontSmartTy
. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MeanMs, Gender, MeanBJW, MeanPar, MeanMFC,
MeanRWA
Coefficients"
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients  Coefficients §5.0% Confidence Interval for B Corelations Collinearity Statistics
Modal B std. Error Beta t Sig. LowerBound  UpperBound  Zero-order  Partial Pat  Tolerance  VIF
1 (Constant) 3043 12 4.276 <001 1.644 4443
MeanRWA 016 A0 009 182 an -195 27 032 008 008 A 1,386
MeanBJW LI 096 012 25 830 -168 210 016 o m 61 1318
Meanis -0482 081 -035 - 637 525 -12 108 -016 -033 -032 832 1.202
MeanPar -023 074 -018 =312 J56 -169 1 -042 -016 -016 n 1.203
MeanhFC AN 089 066 1.130 259 =075 2 046 058 057 73 1,354
Gender M 208 028 i A8 -.190 518 022 029 028 984 1.018
Age 029 009 169 318 o0 m 047 168 163 163 9 1.088

3. Dependent Variable: IndiaSupportSmartTy
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APPENDIX 1C7 LAPTOP MEASURE MERGED DATA

Model Summany”

Adjusted R Std. Error of the
Maodel R R Square Square Estimate

1 707 028 01 1.86342

a. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEAMNMS, gender, MEAMNBJW,
MEAMNPARANMOIA, MEAMMFC, MEARRWA

h. DependentVariable: lwould like to create something that will
outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your

apinian
ANOVA®
Sum of
Model Sguares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 39.454 7 5 636 1623 1278
Fesidual 13159.484 380 3472
Total 1358.938 387

a. DependentVariable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please

maove slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

b. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANMMS, gender, MEANBJW, MEAMPARAMNOIA,
MEARMFC, MEAMNRWA

Coefficients’
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefiicients  Coefficients 95.0% Confidence Interval for B Comrelations Collinearity Statistics
Model B St Emror Beta t §ig. Lower Bound ~ UpperBound  Zero-order  Partial Pat  Tolerance VI
1 (Constant) 3416 679 5,029 <001 2081 4751
MEANRINA - 68 A0 -040 - 673 &1 - 267 kil 010 - 035 -034 T14 1401
MEANBJW mn 061 045 J87 43 107 250 040 L 040 J76 1.289
MEANNMS -039 077 -028 - 506 613 -182 RRE - 006 - 026 -026 818 1222
MEANPARANOIA -.009 070 -008 =130 896 -146 128 -0 -007 -007 n 1247
MEANNFC 13 087 090 1519 129 -039 0 067 078 077 J27 1375
gender 168 196 044 855 383 -218 554 032 044 043 584 1017
Age 024 009 147 2798 008 007 o4 135 142 4 52 1084

a. Dependznt Variable: | would like to create something that will outiive me - Please mave slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
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APPENDIX 1D7 SLEEP DEPRIVATION MEASURE MERGED DATA

Model Summary”

Adjusted R Std. Error of the
Maodel F R Square Square Estimate

1 180% 036 016 1.93085

a. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEAMMS, gender, MEAMNBJW,
MEAMMFC, MEAMPARAMTIA MEANRWA

h. DependentVariable: l'would like to create something that will
outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your

apinion
ANOVA?
Sum of
Model Squares df Mean Sqguare F Sig.
1 Regression 43.1649 7 G.881 1.846 078"
Residual 1289 956 346 3.728
Total 1338124 353

a. Dependent Variable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please
move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

b. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEAMMS, gender, MEAMBJIW, MEAMMFC,
MEAMPARAMNOIA, MEAMNRWA

Coefficients’
Standardizad
Unstandardized Coefiicients  Coefficients 95.0% Confidence Interval for B Correlations

Model B Std. Errar Beta t Sig. LowerBound  UpperBound  Zero-order  Partial Part

1 (Canstant) 1.308 747 1.871 062 -0m 2867
MEANRWA 145 14 081 1.277 202 -078 369 132 068 067
MEANBJW 063 100 037 628 530 -134 259 083 034 033
MEANMS 072 087 048 83 406 -.099 244 088 045 044
MEANPARANCIA 106 078 081 1345 180 -049 260 086 072 07
MEANNFC -0 094 -014 -229 819 -.206 163 064 -012 -012
gender -073 212 -018 -.343 732 - 440 345 -029 -018 -018
Age 018 010 108 1.943 053 000 038 080 04 103

a. Dependent Variable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please mave slider with mouse to indicate your opinian
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APPENDIX 1ET THREATS OF VIOLENCE MEASURE MERGED DATA

Model Summary”

Adjusted R Std. Error of the
Maodel F R Square Square Estimate

1 210% 044 025 1.91627

a. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEAMMS, gender, MEAMNBJW,
MEAMPARAMOIA, MEAMRWA, MEAMMFC

h. DependentVariable: l'would like to create something that will
outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your

apinion
ANOVA®
Sum of
Model Sguares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression £8.229 7 3.318 2.265 029"
Residual 1263.200 344 3672
Total 1321.429 351

a. DependentVariable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please

maove slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

b. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANMMS, gender, MEANBJW, MEAMPARAMNOIA,
MEAMRWA, MEAMMFC

Coefficients’
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients ~ Coefficients §5.0% Confidence Interval for B Coelations Collinsarity Statistics
Model B 5td. Error Beta t Sig. LowerBound  UpperBound  Zero-order  Pantial Pat  Tolerance VI
1 (Constanf) 2858 T4 3841 <001 1394 43
MEANRWWA M7 109 67 1074 284 -097 a1 M0 058 087 i 1.407
MEANBJW 039 099 04 395 693 - 156 23 082 Pl Pl Ji0 1.208
MEANMS - 051 087 -035 -5a7 587 -1 A0 040 -032 -03 J6 1287
MEANPARANOIA 168 078 130 2182 03 015 30 159 A6 AL} Ji4 128
MEANNFC 038 095 025 A00 680 -148 21 089 22 bl J07 145
gender - 438 23 =100 -2060 040 -Ba7 -020 -102 =110 =100 567 103
Age - 06 010 -035 -§33 527 -025 013 - 053 -034 -033 501 1100

3. Dependent Variable: [would like to create something that will outiive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
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APPENDIX 1FT INDEFINITE DETENTION MEASURE MERGED DATA

Model Summany”

Adjusted R Std. Error of the
Maodel R R Square Square Estimate

1 2027 041 018 1.79540

a. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEAMNMS, gender, MEAMNBJW,
MEAMNPARANMOIA, MEAMMFC, MEARRWA

h. DependentVariable: lwould like to create something that will
outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your

apinian
ANOVA®
Sum of
Model Sguares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 36.382 7 51497 1.612 1320
Fesidual 850.997 264 3.223
Total Bav.374 27

a. DependentVariable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please

maove slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

b. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANMMS, gender, MEANBJW, MEAMPARAMNOIA,
MEARMFC, MEAMNRWA

Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients — Coefiicients §5.0% Confidence Interval for B Conelations Collinearity Statistics
Model B st Error Beta t 5ig. LowerBound ~ UpperBound  Zero-order  Patial Pat  Tolerance  VIF
1 (Constant) 2.365 74 3083 002 840 3.880
MEANRWWA - 088 115 - 056 - 768 443 - 35 138 011 -047 - 046 88 1454
MEANBJW 082 106 059 87 385 -116 300 085 054 082 780 1283
MEARNS -170 .88 1300 18 055 =342 003 - 062 -118 -116 796 1.256
MEANPARANOIA 12 085 08 1422 156 - 047 289 096 087 086 762 1312
MEANNFC 181 089 13 1828 069 - 014 Kl M M2 10 95 1440
gender - 248 227 -067  -1.092 276 - 95 189 -7 - 067 - 066 867 10314
Age 003 110 017 257 797 =017 022 -024 016 016 873 1146

a. DependentVariable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
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APPENDIX 1GT1 INDIA SMARTPHONE MEASURE

Model Summarvh

Change Statistics

Adjusted R Stal. Error of E Square Sig. F Diurkin-
Model R R Square Square the Estimate Change F Change df df2 Change Watson
1 3402 116 048 1.72886 116 1717 7 a2 115 1.846
a. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANMS, gender, MEANBJW, MEANNFC, MEANPARANCIA, MEAMNRWA
b. Dependent Variahle: ' would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
a
ANOVA
Sum of
Madel Sguares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 35.925 T 5132 1.717 1158
Residual 274985 g2 2,889
Total 310910 499
a. Dependent¥Yariable: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please
maove slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
b. Predictors: (Constanf), Age, MEANMMS, gender, MEAMNBJW, MEANMMFC,
MEAMPARAMOIA, MEAMNBWA
Coefficients”
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coeficients Collinearity Statistics

Madel B Std. Error Eeta t Sig. Tolerance WIF
1 (Constant) 420 1.552 271 787

MEAMNRWA 420 227 232 1.854 067 615 1.626

MEAMBJIW -.048 A73 -.066 - BT 572 700 1.429

MEAMMS -.073 163 -.052 - 446 656 718 1.392

MEAMPARAMDIA -.054 A5 -.043 -.358 J21 652 1.633

MEAMMEC 348 187 A 1.864 065 f08 1412

gender .368 365 A0 1.011 315 955 1.048

Age .034 024 153 1.419 158 .822 1.216

a. DependentVariable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate

your opinion
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APPENDIX 1HT INDIA SMARTTV MEASURE

Model Summary‘tl

Change Statistics

Adjusted R Stdl. Error of R Square Sig. F Durhin-
Mode| R R Square Square the Estimate Change F Change dft df2 Change Watson
1 aro® 137 063 1.89177 137 2.035 7 90 059 2.025
a. Predictors: (Constant), Age, Gender, MeanMs, MeanBJW, MeanMNFC, MeanPar, MeanRWA
b. Dependent Variable: IndiasSuppotSmarTV
a
ANOVA
Sum of
Madel Sguares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 50.871 7 7.282 2.035 05ab
Residual 322.090 a0 35749
Total 373.061 a7
a. Dependent¥ariable: IndiaSuppotSmantTy
b. Predictors: (Constant), Age, Gender, MeanMs, MeanBJW, MeanMFC, MeanPar,
MeanRWA
Coefficients®
Standardized
Instandardized Coefficients Coeflicients Collinearity Statistics
Madel B Std. Error Beta t Sig. Tolerance VIF
1 (Constant) .0a7 1.807 0583 858
MeanRWA 4749 267 226 1.791 077 604 1.656
MeanBJW -.347 180 =213 -1.824 .07 T04 1.418
MeanMs -.256 749 - 166 -1.433 155 T16 1.396
MeanPar -.085 165 -.040 -.332 T 644 1.652
MeanMFC 538 206 304 2614 010 J07 1.414
Gender 268 401 067 668 506 947 1.056
Age 046 027 1849 1.702 .0&2 782 1.279

a. DependentVariable: IndiaSupportSmanTy
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APPENDIX1I T INDIA LAPTOP MEASURE

Model Summarf'

Change Statistics

Adjusted R Std. Error of R Square Sig. F Durhin-
Model R R Square Square the Estimate Change F Change df1 df2 Change Watson
1 23572 055 -.020 1.91021 055 733 7 88 644 1.803
a. Pradictors: (Constant), Age, MEANMS, gender, MEANBJW, MEANNF G, MEAMPARANOIA, MEANRWA
b. DependentVariable: lwould like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
ANOVA®
Sum of
Madel Sguares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Fegression 18.730 T 2676 733 F44P
Residual 321103 a8 36449
Total 339.833 495
a. Dependent¥ariable: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please
mave slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
h. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANMMS, gender, MEAMBJIW, MEARMMFC,
MEAMPARAMOIA, MEAMEWA
Coefficients”
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coeflicients Collinearity Statistics
Madel B Stal. Error Beta 1 Sig. Tolerance VIF
1 (Constant) 1728 1.824 948 346
MEARMRWWA 148 275 .0a7 722 472 5480 1.684
MEARMBJW -183 145 -6 -.836 3482 g 1.426
MEARMS -114 183 -077 -623 535 Jav 1.414
MEAMNPARAMOIA 061 6T 047 36T J15 GAT 1.623
MEARMFC 316 218 182 1.453 a0 683 1.464
gender 278 415 072 672 503 830 1.076
Age 035 027 148 1.278 204 791 1.264

a. DependentWariable: ' would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate

your opinion
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APPENDIX1J 7 INDIA SLEEP DEPRIVATION MEASURE

Model Summarf'

Change Statistics

Adjusted R Std. Error of R Square Sig. F Durhin-
Model R R Sguare Square the Estimate Change F Change dft df2 Change Watson
1 2457 060 -022 2.00658 060 T 7 a0 646 1.642
a. Predictars: (Constanf), Age, gender, MEAMNBJW, MEANMS, MEANMFC, MEANPARAMOIA, MEANRWA
. Dependent Variable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
a
ANOVA
Sum of
Madel Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Fegression 20.608 7 2944 N 46"
Residual 322107 a0 4.026
Total 342716 ar
a. DependentWariable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please
move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
b. Predictors: (Constant), Age, gender, MEAMBJIW, MEAMMS, MEAMMFC,
MEAMPARAMOIA, MEAMNBEWA
Coefficients”
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients Collinearity Statistics

Model B Stel. Error Beta 1 Sig. Tolerance WIF
1 (Constant) 4601 2.032 2.264 028

MEAMBWA 1248 2300 060 431 668 584 1.668

MEAMBJW -.225 215 -134 -1.045 .298 714 1.401

MEAMNMS 134 216 08z 6149 538 664 1.605

MEAMPARAMOIA - 169 180 -125 -.936 352 65T 1.522

MEAMMFC 60 224 040 698 487 703 1.422

gender .0ga 462 022 1480 B850 803 1.107

Age -.038 030 - 157 -1.307 1485 818 1.223

a. DependentWariable: I would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate

your opinion
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APPENDIX1K T INDIA THREATS OF VIOLENCE MEASURE

Model Summarf'

Change Statistics

Adjusted R Std. Error of R Square Sig. F Durhin-
Model R R Sguare Square the Estimate Change F Change dft df2 Change Watson
1 2059 087 013 1.95501 087 1.168 7 86 329 1.775
a. Predictars: (Constanf), Age, gender, MEANBJW, MEANMS, MEANMFC, MEANPARAMOIA, MEANRWA
k. DependentVariable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
ANOVA?
Sum of
Madel Sguares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Fegression 31.261 T 4 466 1.168 3zg°
Residual 328.697 a6 3.822
Total 359.957 893
a. Dependent¥ariable: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please
mave slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
h. Predictors: (Constant), Age, gender, MEAMBJIW, MEARMMS, MEAMMFC,
MEAMPARAMOIA, MEAMEWA
Coefficients”
Standardized
nstandardized Coefficients Coefficients Collinearity Statistics

Mode| B Std. Error Eeta 1 Sig. Tolerance YIF
1 (Constant) 2.944 2.021 1.456 149

MEAMRWA 481 .288 223 1.671 098 504 1.684

MEAMBIN -.383 207 -.224 -1.850 068 a2 1.387

MEAMMS 087 207 034 274 784 672 1.434

MEAMPARAMOIA 060 AT 044 353 725 668 1.497

MEAMMFC 78 220 100 .B0g 421 692 1.446

gender -.66Y9 440 - 164 -1.521 A32 810 1.098

Age -.0oz2 030 -.0o8 - 066 848 7949 1.251

a. Dependent Variable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate

Your opinion
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APPENDIX1L 7 INDIA INDEFINITE DETENTION MEASURE

Model Summary

Adjusted R Std. Error of
Madel R R Square Square the Estimate
1 .356° 27 -185 2.55501

a. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANMS, gender, MEANBJW,
MEAMMFC, MEAMPARAMCIA MEAMNRWA

ANOVA®
sum of
Model Squares df Mean Sguare F Sig.
1 Fegression 17.967 7 2 867 393 8gsh
Fesidual 124.033 19 6.528
Total 142.000 26

a. DependentWariable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please

mave slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

b. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANMMS, gender, MEAMBJW, MEAMMFC,

MEAMNPARAMNOIA, MEANBRWA

Coefficients®

Standardized
LInstandardized Coefficients Coeflicients

Model B Stad. Error Eeta 1 Sig.

1 (Constant) -.364 4.940 -074 942
MEAMRWA 430 830 A70 463 648
MEAMBJW 128 602 a7 212 834
MEAMNMS -174 461 -114 -.388 702
MEAMPARANOIA 265 G615 140 431 671
MEAMMF C ATT 603 .0ag 293 72
gender -.853 1.147 -175 743 AGE
Age 017 061 081 276 785

a. DependentVariable: |'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move

slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
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APPENDIX1IM T POLAND SMARTPHONE MEASURE

Model Summarf

Change Statistics
Adjusted R Std. Error of R Square Sig. F Durbin-
Model R R Square Square the Estimate Change F Change dft df2 Change Watson
1 408? 167 110 1.60850 167 2941 7 103 008 211
a. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANBJW, gender, MEANPARANOIA, MEANMS, MEANRWA, MEANNFC
b. Dependent Variable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
a
ANOVA
Sum of
Model Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 53.258 7 7.608 2.941 .008°
Residual 266.490 103 2.587
Total 319.748 110
a. Dependent Variable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please
move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
bh. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANBJW, gender, MEANPARANOIA, MEANMS,
MEANRWA, MEANNFC
Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients Collinearity Statistics

Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig. Tolerance VIF
1 r(rcronstant)i AN | 1.612 | | .255 .799 | 7

MEANRWA A1 .210 .055 | 579 564 894 1.118

MEANBJW 550 A77 .286 3.100 .002 | 950 | 1.053

MEANMS 119 140 .082 .850 397 .861 1.161

MEANPARANOIA -.004 130 -.003 -.029 977 951 [ 1.052

MEANNFC .055 147 .037 37 1 812 1.231

gender -.525 310 -154 -1.692 .094 982 1.018

Age .054 .026 195 2.067 041 907 1.103

a. Dependent Variable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate

your opinion
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APPENDIX INT POLAND SMARTTV MEASURE

Model Summarf’

Change Statistics
Adjusted R Std. Error of R Square Sig. F Durbin-
Model R R Square Square the Estimate Change F Change dft df2 Change Watson
1 392% 154 096 1.63796 154 2,654 7 102 015 2203
a, Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANBJW, gender, MEANPARANOIA, MEANMS, MEANRWA, MEANNFC
b. Dependent Variable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
a
ANOVA
Sum of
Model Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 49834 7 7119 2.654 015°
Residual 273.656 102 2.683
Total 323.491 109
a. Dependent Variable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please
move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
b. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANBJW, gender, MEANPARANOIA, MEANMS,
MEANRWA, MEANNFC
Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients Collinearity Statistics
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig. Tolerance VIF
1 (Constanrt)r il 933 | 1.642 | | 568 | 571 , ,
MEANRWA 7 .202 | 214 | .091 [ 947 | .346 | .894 7 1.119
_MEANBIW S35 | 181 | 277 | 2963 | .004 950 | 1.053
MEANMS .099 | 143 .068 [ 691 | 49 | .862 1.160
MEANPARANOIA -.038 | 132 | -.027 [ -.290 7 q72 | 951 | 1.051
LEA&FE Il .004 | 150 | .003 [ .025 | 980 | 812 [ 142327
gender -.648 317 7 -.188 | -2.044 044 .982 7 1.018
Age .037 .027 134 1.401 164 910 1.099

a. Dependent Variable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate

your opinion
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APPENDIX10 i POLAND LAPTOP MEASURE

Model Summar;)]
Change Statistics

Adjusted R Std. Error of R Square Sig. F Durhin-
Modeal R R Square Square the Estimate Change F Change df1 df2 Change Watson
1 .289? 084 019 1.59800 084 1.302 7 100 257 2181
a. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANBJW, gender, MEAMPARAMGIA, MEAMMS, MEANRWA, MEAMMFC
b. Dependent Variable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
ANOVA®
Sum of
Madel Sguares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 23.270 T 3324 1.302 2570
Residual 255359 100 2564
Total 278.630 107
a. Dependent¥Yariable: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please
maove slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
b. Predictors: (Constanf), Age, MEANMBJW, gender, MEAMPARANMOIA MEAMNMS,
MEAMEWA, MEAMMFC
Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients Collinearity Statistics
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig. Tolerance WIF
1 (Constant) 1.821 1.634 1175 243
MEAMRWA 128 211 061 G03 548 843 1120
MEAMBIW 378 ATE 210 2144 034 851 1.0581
MEAMMS 018 142 013 27 899 86D 1163
MEANPARANTIA -.026 A3 -.020 -.200 842 451 1.051
MEAMMFC 00 147 073 681 4498 B06 1.241
gender -.288 312 -.093 - 860 339 885 1.016
Age 023 026 .088 880 381 813 1.095

a. Dependent Variable: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate

Yaur apinion
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APPENDIX 1PT POLAND SLEEP DEPRIVATION MEASURE

Model Summarf'

Change Statistics

Adjusted R Std. Error of R Sguare Sig. F Ciurhin-
Model R R Square Square the Estimate Change F Change dft df2 Change Watsaon
1 3128 .0a7 033 1.61849 .0a7 1.507 7 a8 74 1.852

a. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEAMBJW, gender, MEANMNFC, MEANPARAMOIA, MEANRWA, MEANMS
h. Dependent Variahle: I would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

ANOVA?
Sum of
Model Squares df Mean Sguare F Sig.
1 Regression 27627 T 3847 1.607 1740
Residual 256.713 98 2620
Total 284.340 105

a. Dependent¥Yariable: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please
maove slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

b. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEAMBJW, gender, MEAMNMFC, MEAMPARAMNOIA,
MEAMRWA, MEAMMS

Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coeficients Collinearity Statistics
Madel B Std. Error Eeta t Sig. Tolerance WIF
1 (Constant) 2.276 1.630 1.3496 166
MEAMRWA .243 212 A16 1.142 256 .8a7 1.115
MEAMBJW -120 ATT -.066 - 676 A01 853 1.044
MEAMMS -.038 146 -.027 - 257 7598 .40 1191
MEAMNPARAMNOIA .ooo 136 .aoo -.001 989 830 1.075
MEAMNMFC -.155 148 =111 -1.036 303 a7 1.255
gender -.256 320 -.078 -.7949 426 472 1.029
Age a7z 027 273 2680 .00a 891 1.123
a. DependentVariable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate

your opinion
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APPENDIX 1Q7 POLAND THREATS OF VIOLENCE MEASURE

Model Summarf’

Change Statistics

Adjusted R Std. Error of R Square Sig. F Durkin-
Model R R Square Square the Estimate Change F Change dfl df2 Change Watson
1 3537 124 060 1.65135 124 1.928 7 95 073 2.022

a. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANBJW, gender, MEANPARANOIA, MEANMS, MEANRWA, MEANNFC

b. DependentVariahble: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

ANOVA?
Sum of
Madel Sguares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 36.803 T 5268 1.928 0730
Residual 2549061 95 2727
Total 295864 102

a. Dependent¥Yariable: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please
maove slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

b. Predictors: (Constanf), Age, MEANMBJW, gender, MEAMPARANMOIA MEAMNMS,
MEAMNRWA, MEAMMFC

Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients Collinearity Statistics
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig. Tolerance VIF
1 (Constant) .933 1.642 568 571
MEANRWA .202 214 .091 947 .346 .894 1.119
MEANBJW 535 181 277 2.963 .004 .950 1.053
MEANMS .099 143 068 691 491 .862 1.160
MEANPARANOIA -.038 132 -.027 -.290 J72 951 1.051
MEANNFC .004 150 .003 025 .980 812 1.232
gender -.648 317 -188 -2.044 .044 .982 1.018
Age 037 .027 134 1.401 164 910 1.099
a. Dependent Variable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate

your opinion
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APPENDIX1R T POLAND INDEFINITE DETENTION MEASURE

Model Summanf'

Change Statistics

Adjusted R Std. Error of R Square Sig. F Durkin-
Model R R Square Square the Estimate Change F Change dft df2 Change Watson
1 31ed A01 030 1.63982 A01 1.426 7 CE] 205 2.148

a. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANBJW, gender, MEANPARANOIA, MEANMS, MEANRWA, MEANNFC

b. DependentVariahble: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

ANOVA®
sum of
Model Squares df Mean Sguare F Sig.
1 Fegression 26.844 T 3835 1.426 205"
Fesidual 239321 1] 26849
Total 266165 96

a. DependentWariable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please
maove slider with mouse to indicate your apinion

b. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANBJW, gender, MEAMPARAMOIA, MEAMNMS,

MEANRWA, MEANNFC

Coefficients®

Standardized

Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients Collinearity Statistics
Madel B Std. Error Beta 1 Sig. Tolerance VIF
1 (Constant) 6.698 1.761 3.803 =.001
MEAMNRWA -.384 234 -ATT -1.641 104 872 1.147
MEAMBJW =217 a7 -115 -1.106 272 935 1.069
MEAMMS -.249 61 -172 -1.547 125 819 1.221
MEAMNPARAMNOIA -178 148 -125 -1.202 233 838 1.066
MEAMMF C A8 61 138 1.189 238 TJ47 1.338
gender -241 338 -.072 -713 478 881 1.019
Age 013 027 045 465 643 .85 1.118

a. DependentWariable: 'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate

your apinion
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APPENDIX 1ST UK SMARTPHONE MEASURE

Model Summary

Adjusted R Std. Error of
Mo el R R Sguare Square the Estimate

1 200 .040 -.030 1.76521

a. Predictors: (Constant), gender, MEAMNBJW, MEANMS,
MEARMFC, MEAMNRWA, MEANPARARMOIA

ANOVA®
Sum of
Maodal Sguares df Mean Square F Sia.
1 Regression 10.694 i} 1.782 A72 751°
Residual 255508 a2 3116
Total 266.202 a8

a. DependentWariable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please

move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

b. Predictors: (Constant), gender, MEAMBJW, MEAMMS, MEAMMFC, MEANRWA,

MEAMNPARAMNOIA
Coefficients”
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients

Madel B Std. Error Eeta i Sig.

1 (Constant) 3.018 1.489 2.028 046
MEAMRWA ch | 288 138 1.072 287
MEAMNBJW 103 .208 061 494 622
MEAMMS -.030 185 -.022 - 164 70
MEAMPARAMDIA -.094 155 -.080 -.610 A44
MEARMMF C A28 A72 a2 732 ABE
gender 037 403 010 081 827

a. DependentVariable: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Flease move

slider with mouse to indicate your opinian
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APPENDIX 1TT UK SMARTTV MEASURE

Model Summary

Adjusted R Std. Error of
Mo el R R Sguare Square the Estimate

1 2497 062 -.002 1.92651

a. Predictors: (Constant), Gender, MEAMNMFC, MEAMNPAR,
MEARMBJW, MEAMNMS, MEAMNRWA

ANOVA®
Sum of

Maodal Sguares df Mean Square F Sia.

1 Regression 21.540 i} 3.5490 HET 452°
Residual 326.607 88 3TN
Total 348147 94

a. DependentWariable: UKSUPPORTSMARTTY
b. Predictors: (Constant), Gender, MEANMFC, MEANPAR, MEAMBJW, MEANMS,
MEAMNRWA
Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients

Madel B Stal. Error Beta i Sig.

1 (Constant) 4.244 1.123 3778 =001
MEAMRWA 14 65 084 G851 481
MEAMBJW .207 .200 A4 1.035 303
MEAMMS -.288 A70 -.227 -1.693 084
MEAMPAR -.045 158 -.037 -.287 77a
MEAMMF 031 155 027 200 842
Gender AT A45 A14 1.0568 .282

a. Dependent¥Yariable: UKSUPPORTSMARTTY
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APPENDIX1U T UK LAPTOP MEASURE

Model Summargfn

Change Statistics

Adjusted R Std. Error of R Square Sig. F Durkin-
Model R R Square Square the Estimate Change F Change df1 df2 Change Watson
1 1667 027 -.036 1.77488 027 433 B 92 B55 1.927
a. Predictors: (Constant), Gender, MEANNF G, MEANPAR, MEANBJW, MEANMS, MEAMRWA
b. DependentVariable: UKSUPPORTLAPTOP
ANOVA®
Sum of
Madel Sguares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 2.181 i} 1.364 433 855"
Residual 2888149 g2 31580
Total 298.000 98
a. DependentYariable: UKSUPPORTLAPTOR
b. Predictors: (Constant), Gender, MEAMMFC, MEAMPAR, MEARNBJW, MEAMNMS,
MEAMRWA
Coefficients”
Standardized
LInstandardized Coefficients Coeflicients Collinearity Statistics
Madel E Stal. Error Eeta t Sig. Tolerance VIF
1 (Constant) 4 699 845 4723 = 001
MEAMREWA -.045 47 -.041 -.304 62 5649 1.767
MEAMBJIW 081 75 038 242 a7 621 1.610
MEAMMS -013 63 -0]12 -.086 A3 A73 1.744
MEAMNPAR -.142 40 -132 -1.014 A3 628 1.693
MEAMMFC A20 47 13 814 AT 552 1.810
Gender 350 ik 083 844 A73 A67 1.034

a. DependentWariable: UKSUPPORTLAPTOR
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APPENDIX1V 1T UK SLEEP DEPRIVATION MEASURE

Model Summary

Adjusted R Std. Error of
Mo el R R Sguare Square the Estimate

1 3437 A7 053 1.93404

a. Predictors: (Constant), Gender, MEAMNMFC, MEAMNPAR,
MEARMBJW, MEAMNMS, MEAMNRWA

ANOVA?
Sum of

Model Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

1 Fegression 40.808 ] 6.801 1.818 108"
Residual 306.722 82 ERE S
Total 347528 84

a. DependentYariable: UKSUPPORTSLEEFPDEFRIV
b. Predictors: (Constanf), Gender, MEAMMFC, MEAMPAR, MEARMBJW, MEAMNMS,
MEANRWA
Coefficients”
Standardized
Lnstandardized Coefficients Zoefiicients

Model B St Error Beta 1 Sig.

1 (Constant) 354 1126 349 751
MEAMRWA 285 AT 241 1.7 087
MEAMBJW 064 202 041 316 753
MEAMMS AT 80 125 .88 a2
MEAMNPAR -133 156 -112 -.853 386
MEARMMFC 074 168 065 A70 640
Gender 286 442 071 BT1 504

a. DependentVariable: LKSUPPORTSLEEPDEFPRIV
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APPENDIX1W i UK THREATS OF VIOLENCE MEASURE

Model Summary

Adjusted R Std. Error of
Madel R R Square Square the Estimate
1 2067 042 -.03z2 1.95733

a. Predictors: (Constant), GENDER, MEAMMS, MEAMNBJW,
MEAMPAR, MEAMNRWA, MEAMMFC

ANOVA®
sum of
Model Squares df Mean Sguare F Sig.
1 Fegression 13.038 f 2173 H6T 7550
Fesidual 294 996 v 383
Total 308.036 83

a. DependentVariable: SUPPORTTHREATVIO
b. Predictors: (Constant), GENDER, MEANMS, MEAMNBJW, MEANPAR, MEAMNRWA,

MEAMMFC
Coefficients”
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients

Madel B Std. Errar Eeta 1 Sig.

1 (Constant) 1.454 1.144 1.276 206
MEAMRWA 0649 76 060 393 696
MEAMBJIW 2649 208 184 1.287 202
MEAMMS - 115 206 -.091 -.561 STT
MEAMFPAR 048 JE5 04 281 a72
MEAMMFC -.003 81 -.003 -019 885
GEMDER 264 458 0GE ATT Balitd

a. DependentVariable: SUPPORTTHREATVIO
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APPENDIX1X T UK INDEFINITE DETENTION MEASURE

Model Summary

Adjusted R Std. Error of
Mol el R R Square Square the Estimate

1 2847 081 .00z 1.81766

a. Predictors: (Constant), Gender, MEAMMFC, MEAMNPAR,
MEAMBJW, MEANRWA, MEAMNMS

ANOVA®
sum of
Model Squares df Mean Sguare F Sig.
1 Fegression 20.262 f 3377 1.022 4188
Fesidual 212N 70 3.304
Total 251.532 fil]

a. DependentVariable: UKSUPPORTDETAIMN
b. Predictors: (Constant), Gender, MEANMNMNFC, MEAMNPAR, MEAMBJIW, MEAMEWA,

MEAMNMS
Coefficients”
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients

Madel B Std. Errar Eeta 1 Sig.

1 (Constant) 1.355 1.131 1.198 235
MEAMRWA 183 72 181 1.120 267
MEAMBJIW -.154 200 =117 -7 443
MEAMMS -171 181 -.148 -.891 ATE
MEAMFPAR A7 JE63 A05 .q18 ATS
MEAMMFC .242 A74 223 1.382 68
Gender -.0g2 455 -0 -180 858

a. DependentVariable: UKSUPPORTDETAIM
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APPENDIX 1Y T USASMARTPHONE MEASURE

Model Summary

Adjusted R Std. Error of
Madel R R Square Square the Estimate
1 2947 087 016 226375

a. Predictors: (Constant), gender, MEAMBJW, MEAMREWA,
MEAMPARAMOIA, MEAMMFC, MEAMNMS

ANOVA®
sum of
Model Squares df Mean Sguare F Sig.
1 Fegression 37.883 f G.314 1.232 29g"
Fesidual 399917 ia 5125
Total 437.600 84

a. DependentWariable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please

mave slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

b. Predictors: (Constant), gender, MEANMBJW, MEAMRWA, MEANPARAMNOIA, MEANNFC,

MEAMNMS
Coefficients”
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients

Maodel B Stad. Error Eeta 1 Sig.

1 (Constant) -812 2.391 -.334 735
MEARRWA 280 2350 084 801 425
MEAMBJW 468 241 235 1.938 056
MEAMMS .0a2 213 052 433 .GEE6
MEAMPARAMOIA 044 A7 03 257 798
MEAMMFC 207 246 095 B4 403
gender 059 A3 013 11 912

a. DependentVariable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move

slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
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APPENDIX 1217 USASMARTTV MEASURE

Model Summary

Adjusted R Std. Error of
Madel R R Square Square the Estimate
1 RETS 034 -.042 219806

a. Predictors: (Constant), gender, MEAMNREWA,
MEAMPARAMNOIA, MEAMBJW, MEAMMNFC, MEANMS

ANOVA?
Sum of
Madel Sguares df Mean Square Sig.
1 Fegression 12.964 i} 2161 47 845"
Fesidual 3v2.024 (i 4831
Total 384.988 83

a. DependentWariable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please

move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

b. Predictors: (Constant), gender, MEANRWA, MEANPARAMOIA, MEAMBJW, MEANMFC,

MEANMS
Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefiicients

Maodel B Stad. Errar Eeta i Sig.

1 (Constant) 4.7491 2.340 2.048 044
MEARRWWA -.185 340 -.066 -674 Rl it
MEAMBIW -.036 238 -018 - 1580 881
MEAMMS 252 207 A582 1.214 228
MEANPARAMDOIA -.020 166 -5 -121 804
MEANNMFC -174 238 -.085 -728 468
gender 0oz A20 .aoo 004 897

a. DependentWariable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please mave

slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
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APPENDIX 1A117 USALAPTOP MEASURE

Model Summary

Adjusted R Std. Error of
Mo el R R Sguare Square the Estimate

1 078 011 -.065 222102

a. Predictors: (Constant), gender, MEANBJW,
MEAMPARAMOIA, MEANREWA, MEAMMFC, MEAMMS

ANOVA?
Sum of
Madel Sguares df Mean Square Sig.
1 Regression 4 455 i} a2 181 oggb
Residual 384769 ia 40933
Total 389224 a4

a. Dependent¥Yariable: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please

maove slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

b. Predictors: (Constant), gender, MEANBJW, MEANPARANGCIA, MEAMRWA, MEANNFC,

MEANMS
Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients

Madel B Stal. Error Beta i Sig.

1 (Constant) 3.883 2.310 1.681 a7
MEAMRWA -.060 339 -0 -178 859
MEAMBJW 161 240 081 G649 504
MEAMMS 083 210 080 387 682
MEAMPARARDIA 016 A67 012 .0a7 823
MEAMMF -.055 241 -027 -.229 820
gender -.083 514 -.0149 -160 873

a. Dependent¥ariable: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please mave

slider with mouse to indicate your apinion
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APPENDIX 1B117 USASLEEP DEPRIVATION MEASURE

Model Summary

Adjusted R Std. Error of
Mo el R R Sguare Square the Estimate

1 3767 41 061 211185

a. Predictors: (Constant), gender, MEANEWA,
MEAMFPARAMOIA, MEAMNBJW, MEAMMFC, MEANMS

ANOVA®
Sum of
Maodal Sguares df Mean Square F Sia.
1 Regression 4G.876 i} 7813 1.762 123"
Residual 285433 64 4 460
Total 332310 70

a. DependentWariable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please

move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

b. Predictors: (Constant), gender, MEANREWA, MEANPARANOIA, MEAMBJW, MEAMMFC,

MEAMMS
Coefficients”
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients

Madel B Std. Error Eeta i Sig.

1 (Constant) 2816 2.430 1.1469 251
MEAMRWA Q37 66 012 101 820
MEAMNBJW 222 237 A16 834 354
MEAMMS 347 212 207 1.635 A07
MEAMPARAMDIA 158 ATT A12 895 aT4
MEARMMF C -.652 253 -.264 -2.183 033
gender -.2449 542 -.056 - 460 647

a. DependentVariable: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Flease move

slider with mouse to indicate your opinian
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APPENDIX 1C 17 USATHREATS OF VIOLENCE MEASURE

Model Summalr|1h

Change Statistics

Adjusted R Stdl. Error of R Square Sig. F Durbin-
Model R R Square Square the Estimate Change F Change df1 df2 Change Watson
1 272° 074 -029 2.06670 074 s 7 63 654 1914
a. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEANRWA, MEANMS, gender, MEANBJW, MEANMFC, MEANPARANCIA
b. Dependent Variable: | would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
a
ANOVA
Sum of
Maodel Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 21.560 7 3.080 a2 B54P
Residual 269.087 63 4271
Total 290648 70
a. Dependent¥ariable: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please
move slider with mouse to indicate your opinion
b. Predictors: (Constant), Age, MEAMNEWA, MEANMS, gender, MEAMBJW, MEAMMFC,
MEAMPARAMOIA
Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients Collinearity Statistics

Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig. Tolerance YIF
1 (Constant) .BEY 2.665 326 T46

MEAMRWWA 250 358 .087 699 487 845 1.059

MEAMBJWY -.105 234 -.058 -.448 655 .BEOD 1162

MEAMNMS 22 208 A4 1.062 292 .B38 1.193

MEAMNPARAMOIA 262 186 181 1.353 181 738 1.356

MEAMMFC -.068 256 -.035 - 267 790 .B53 1172

gender -.286 B37 -.068 -532 547 .B72 1.146

Age 006 022 036 258 Ja7 745 134

a. Dependent®ariable; | would like to create something that will outlive me - Flease move slider with mouse to indicate

your opinion
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APPENDIX 1D117 USAINDEFINITE DETENTION MEASURE

Model Summary

Adjusted R Std. Error of
Madel R R Square Square the Estimate
1 2657 070 -m7 1.50220

a. Predictors: (Constant), gender, MEAMNREWA,
MEAMPARAMNOIA, MEAMBJW, MEAMMNFC, MEANMS

ANOVA?
Sum of
Madel Squares df Mean Sguare F Sig.
1 Regression 10,873 i 1.812 803 5710
Residual 144422 64 2257
Total 155256 7a

a. DependentYariable: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please
mave slider with mouse to indicate your opinion

b. Predictors: (Constant), gender, MEANRWA, MEAMPARANOIA, MEANBJW, MEANNFC,

MEAMNMS
Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coeflicients

Madel B Sta. Error Beta i Sig.

1 (Constant) 3.639 1.729 2105 0349
MEAMRWWA -.529 260 -.252 -2.035 046
MEAMBJW A02 69 078 G085 547
MEAMMS 026 51 022 A70 .BG6
MEAMPARAMNCIA -018 26 -0g -4 .888
MEAMMFC 17 180 082 651 517
gender -072 k1] -.024 -187 852

a. DependentVariable: l'would like to create something that will outlive me - Please move
slider with mouse to indicate your apinion
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STUDY 2 APPENDIX

APPENDIX 2AT SMARTPHONE MEASURE MERGED DATA

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects

DependentVariable: SmartPhone

Type Il Sum of FPartial Eta
Source Squares df Mean Square F Sia. Squared
Corrected Model 12.351° 7 1.764 484 .B38 023
Intercept 3553933 1 3553833 994 754 =001 874
SuspectMationality 012 1 012 003 855 .0oo
SuspectReligion 1.234 1 1.234 345 558 0oz
SuspectBvidence 076 1 076 021 884 .0oo
Suspecthationality * 000 1 .0oo .0oo B85 .0oo
SuspectReligion
Suspecthationality * 00a 1 00s ooz 863 .00o
SuspectEvidence
SuspectReligion * 10.621 1 10,621 28973 .0ar 020
SuspectBvidence
Suspecthationality * 756 1 TEE 212 G466 001
SuspectReligion™
SuspectEvidence
Error 514465 144 35873
Total 4110.000 152
Corrected Total H26.816 151

a. R Squared = 023 (Adjusted R Squared =-.024)
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APPENDIX 2B - SMART TV MEASURE MERGED DATA

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
DependentWariable: SmarTV

Type Il Sum of Fartial Eta
Source Squares df Mean Sguare F Sig. Squared
Corrected Model 21.580° T 3.083 Ta2 545 037
Intercept A016.017 1 AME.017 775.293 =001 843
Suspecthationality 1.667 1 1.667 403 A7 003
SuspectReligion 1.136 1 1.136 282 540 ooz
SuspectEvidence 1.988 1 1.988 A1 ATE 004
SuspectMationality * 247 1 247 063 e .0oo
SuspectReligion
SuspectMationality * 1.774 1 17749 457 500 003
SuspectEvidence
SuspectReligion™® 15658 1 156558 3.8849 047 027
SuspectEvidence
SuspectMationality * 023 1 023 008 8348 000
SuspectReligion ™
SuspectBvidence
Error 560.183 144 3.890
Total 3606.000 152
Corrected Total 581.763 151

a. R Sqguared = 037 (Adjusted R Squared=-.010)
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APPENDIX 2C7 LAPTOP MEASURE MERGED DATA

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
DependentVariable: Laptop

Type Il Sum of FPartial Eta
Source Squares df Mean Square F Sia. Squared
Corrected Model 17.113% 7 2,445 B35 A28 030
Intercept 3242547 1 3242587 842453 =001 854
SuspectMationality 328 1 328 085 T 001
SuspectReligion 1.415 1 1.415 368 545 003
SuspectBvidence 618 1 B18 A60 6849 om
Suspecthationality * 0g4 1 084 022 .B83 .0oo
SuspectReligion
Suspecthationality * A27 1 A27 A11 740 .0m
SuspectEvidence
SuspectReligion * 12.660 1 12.660 32849 072 022
SuspectBvidence
Suspecthationality * 2.057 1 2.067 534 AEE 004
SuspectReligion™
SuspectEvidence
Error 554,255 144 3.8448
Total 3832.000 152
Corrected Total a571.368 151

a. R Squared = 030 (Adjusted R Squared =-.017)
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APPENDIX 2D71 SLEEP DEPRIVATION MEASURE MERGED DATA

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects

DependentVariahle: SleepDepr

Type Il Sum of FPartial Eta
Source Squares df Mean Sguare F Sig. Squared
Corrected Model 13.621° 7 1.946 h35 807 025
Intercept 1433.397 1 1433.397 394120 =001 732
Suspecthationality 2.361 1 2.361 648 A22 004
SuspectReligion 37 1 A37 038 846 000
SuspectBvidence 5 695 1 55495 1.538 27 01
Suspecthationality * 1.711 1 1.711 A7 494 003
SuspectReligion
Suspecthationality * A72 1 A72 30 J18 .00
SuspectBvidence
SuspectReligion * 1129 1 11249 310 &78 .ooz2
SuspectBvidence
Suspecthationality * 2606 1 2506 (GBS 408 0045
SuspectReligion *
SuspectBvidence
Error 52371 144 3.637
Total 1966.000 152
Corrected Total 537.342 181

a. R Squared = .025 (Adjusted R Squared =-.022)
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APPENDIX 2ET7 THREATS OF VIOLENCE MEASURE MERGED DATA

DependentVariahle: Threats

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects

Type Il Sum of FPartial Eta
Source Squares df Mean Sguare F Sig. Squared
Corrected Model 101162 7 1.445 340 G834 016
Intercept 1363.4749 1 1363.479 3208749 =001 G50
Suspecthationality 1.442 1 1.442 338 AE61 ooz
SuspectReligion 3.165 1 3165 745 390 005
SuspectBvidence AT6 1 ATE 088 TBT om
Suspecthationality * A3 1 331 078 Je .00
SuspectReligion
Suspecthationality * 1.374 1 1.374 323 A70 .oo2
SuspectBvidence
SuspectReligion * 1.753 1 1.753 413 h22 003
SuspectBvidence
Suspecthationality * 1.368 1 1.368 322 A7 .ooz2
SuspectReligion *
SuspectBvidence
Error 611.884 144 4249
Total 19590.000 152
Corrected Total G622.000 181

a. R Sguared=.016 (Adjusted R Squared =-.032)
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APPENDIX 2F1 INDEFINITE DETENTION MEASURE MERGED DATA

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects

DependentVariahle: Detention

Type Il Sum of FPartial Eta
Source Squares df Mean Sguare F Sig. Squared
Corrected Model 7.507® 7 1.072 408 895 020
Intercept T89.627 1 TE9.627 301.345 =001 B7T
Suspecthationality 2496 1 296 13 J37 001
SuspectReligion 148 1 148 056 813 000
SuspectBvidence 00a 1 006 .00z H62 000
Suspecthationality * 114 1 114 043 835 .00o
SuspectReligion
Suspecthationality * 4240 1 4.240 1.618 205 011
SuspectBvidence
SuspectReligion * 1.447 1 1.447 h&2 455 .004
SuspectBvidence
Suspecthationality * 1.012 1 1.012 386 535 003
SuspectReligion *
SuspectBvidence
Error a77.329 144 2620
Total 1177.000 152
Corrected Total 384836 181

a. R Squared = .020 (Adjusted R Squared =-.028)
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Dependent Variable:

APPENDIX 2GT SMARTPHONE MEASURE INDIA

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
SmartPhone

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Corrected Mode| 11.001% [ 1.572 582 .766 .092
Intercept 1333.679 1 1333.679 494 053 <.001 925
SuspectMationality 1.239 1 1.239 459 502 .01
SuspectReligion .082 1 082 .030 863 .001
SuspectEvidence 1.159 1 1.159 430 516 .01
SuspectNationality * 4 456 1 4 456 1.651 .206 .040
SuspectReligion
SuspectMNationality * 912 1 912 338 564 .008
SuspectEvidence
SuspectReligion ™ 1.679 1 1.679 622 435 .015
SuspectEvidence
SuspectMationality B66 1 866 321 574 .008
SuspectReligion *
SuspectEvidence
Error 107.979 40 2.699
Total 1495.000 48
Corrected Total 118979 47
a. R Squared = .092 (Adjusted R Squared = -.066)
Pairwise Comparisons
DependentWariable: SmartPhone
95% Caonfidence Interval far
Mean Difference?
Difference (|-
() Suspectiationality  (J) SuspectMationality Ji Std. Error Sig Lower Bound  Upper Bound
Mational Foreign 327 482 a0z -G48 1.301
Faoreign Mational =327 482 402 -1.301 648

Based on estimated marginal means

a_ Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Least Significant Difference (equivalent to no adjustments).
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Pairwise Comparisons

Dependent Variable: SmartPhone

95% Confidence Interval for

Mean Difference?®
Difference (-
il SuspectReligion  (J) SuspectReligion J) Std. Error Sig.® Lower Bound  UpperBound
Minaority Religion Mo Religion .0g4 482 863 -.8491 1.0549
Mo Religion Minarity Religion -.084 482 863 -1.059 8

Based on estimated marginal means

a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Least Significant Difference (equivalent to no adjustments).

Pairwise Comparisons

DependentYariable: SmartPhone

95% Confidence Interval for

Mean Difference®
Difference (|-
(Il SuspectBEvidence  (J) SuspectEvidence Ji Std. Error Sig.* Lower Bound — Upper Bound
Directly Implicating Circumstantial -.316 482 A6 -1.291 G54
Circumstantial Directly Implicating 316 482 A6 - 659 1.291

Based on estimated marginal means

a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Least Significant Difference (equivalent to no adjustments).
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APPENDIX 2HT SMARTTV MEASURE INDIA

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
DependentVariable: SmanTV

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Corrected Model 26.479° 7 3.783 1.245 302 79
Intercept 1112.766 1 1112.766 366.343 <.001 402
SuspectMationality 6.021 1 6.021 1.982 A67 .047
SuspectReligion 346 1 346 114 .738 .003
SuspectEvidence 6.425 1 6.425 2115 154 .050
SuspectMationality * 2.698 1 2.698 888 352 .022
SuspectReligion
SuspectNationality * 625 1 625 206 652 .005
sSuspectevidence
SuspectReligion * 71.274 1 7.274 2.395 130 056
SuspectEvidence
SuspecthNationality .218 1 218 072 790 .002
SuspectReligion*
SuspectEvidence
Error 121.500 40 3.037
Total 1279.000 48
Corrected Total 147979 47

a. R Squared = .179 (Adjusted R Squared = .035)

Pairwise Comparisons
Dependent¥ariable: SmarTV

95% Confidence Interval for

Mean Difference?
Difference (-
{h SuspectMationality  (J) SuspectMationality J) Std. Error Sig.® LowerBound  Upper Bound
Mational Foreign 720 512 ABT =314 1.764
Faoreign Mational -720 A12 A67 -1.754 314

Based on estimated marginal means
a. Adjustrment for multiple comparisons: Least Significant Difference (equivalent to no adjustments).

306



Pairwise Comparisons
DependentVariahle: SmanTy
95% Confidence Interval for

Mean Difference®
Difference (-
il) SuspectReligion  (J) SuspectReligion J Std. Error Sig.® Lower Bound  Upper Bound
Minaority Religion Mo Religion AT3 A12 738 -.861 1.207
Mo Religion Minarity Religion -173 A12 ] -1.207 .BE1

Based on estimated marginal means
a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Least Significant Difference (equivalent to no adjustments).

Pairwise Comparisons
DependentVariable: SmarTV

95% Confidence Interval for

Mean Difference®
Difference (-
(I} SuspectEvidence  (J) SuspectEvidence J) Sid. Error Sig.® Lower Bound  Upper Bound
Directly Implicating Circumstantial -.7d4 A2 54 -1.778 240
Circumstantial Directly Implicating 744 A12 NET -.290 1.778

Based on estimated marginal means
a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Least Significant Difference (equivalent to no adjustments).
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APPENDIX 217 LAPTOP MEASURE INDIA

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects

Dependent Variable: Laptop

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Corrected Mode| 23.693° If 3.385 1.145 355 A67
Intercept 1185.346 1 1185.346  401.052 <001 809
SuspectMationality 789 1 789 267 608 .007
SuspectReligion 665 1 665 225 638 .006
SuspectEvidence 7.628 1 7.628 2581 16 .061
SuspectMationality * 6.141 1 6.141 2.078 A57 .049
SuspectReligion
SuspectNationality * .282 1 282 096 759 .002
SuspectEvidence
SuspectReligion * 5.325 1 5.325 1.802 187 .043
SuspectEvidence
Suspecthationality * 1121 1 1.121 379 542 .009
SuspectReligion *
SuspectEvidence
Error 118.224 40 2.956
Total 1362.000 48
Corrected Total 141.917 47

a. R Squared= 167 (Adjusted R Squared = .021)

Dependent vVariable:

Laptop

Pairwise Comparisons

95% Confidence Interval for

Mean Difference®
Difference (-
il SuspectMationality  (J) SuspectMationality Ji Std. Error Sig.® Lower Bound  Upper Bound
Mational Fareign 261 505 608 -.758 1.281
Fareign MNational -.261 505 608 -1.281 7548

Based on estimated marginal means

a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Least Significant Difference {(equivalent to no adjustments).
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Pairwise Comparisons
DependentVariable: Laptop

95% Confidence Interval for

Mean Difference®
Difference (-
i SuspectReligion  (J) SuspectReligion J) Std. Errar Sig.* Lower Bound  Upper Bound
Minarity Eeligion Mo Religion 239 505 638 -.781 1.259
Mo Religion Minarity Religion -.2349 505 638 -1.2549 781

Based on estimated marginal means
a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Least Significant Difference (equivalentto no adjustments).

Pairwise Comparisons
DependentVariable: Laptop

95% Confidence Interval for

Mean Difference?®
Difference (|-
il SuspectEvidence  (J) SuspectEvidence J) Std. Erron Sig.® Lower Bound  Upper Bound
Directly Implicating Circumstantial -81 05 A16 -1.831 209
Circumstantial Directly Implicating 811 5045 116 -.208 1.831

Based on estimated marginal means
a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Least Significant Difference (equivalentto no adjustments).
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APPENDIX 2J17 SLEEP DEPRIVATION MEASURE INDIA

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
DependentVariable: SleepDepr

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Corrected Mode| 27.533* [) 3.933 1.286 .282 184
Intercept 673634 1 673.634 220172 <001 846
SuspectMationality 9.995 1 9,995 3.267 .078 076
SuspectReligion A17 1 A17 038 .846 .001
SuspectEvidence 079 1 079 026 873 .001
SuspectNationality * 1.074 1 1.074 351 557 .009
SuspectReligion
SuspectMationality * 7.820 1 7.820 2,556 118 .060
SuspectEvidence
SuspectReligion ™ 049 1 049 016 .900 .000
SuspectEvidence
SuspectMationality * 9639 1 9639 3150 .084 073
SuspectReligion*
SuspectEvidence
Error 122.383 40 3.060
Total 810.000 48
Corrected Total 148917 47

a. R Squared = .184 (Adjusted R Squared = .041)

Pairwise Comparisons
DependentWariahle: SleepDepr
95% Confidence Interval for

Mean Difference?®
Difference (-
() SuspectMationality  (J) SuspectMationality Jl Std. Error Sig.” Lower Bound  Upper Bound
[ational Foreign 828 813 078 =110 1.966
Fareign Mational -4928 A13 078 -1.966 110

Based on estimated marginal means
a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Least Significant Difference (equivalentto no adjustments).
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Pairwise Comparisons

DependentVariakble: SleepDepr
95% Confidence Interval for

Mean Difference?®
Difference (-
(I} SuspectReligion  (J) SuspectReligion Ji Std. Error Sig.® Lower Bound  Upper Bound
Minarity Religion Mo Religion -1M A13 846 -1.138 837
Mo Religion Minority Religion A0 B13 846 - 837 1.138

Based on estimated marginal means
a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Least Significant Difference (equivalentto no adjustments).

Pairwise Comparisons

DependentVariable: SleepDepr
95% Confidence Interval for

Mean Difference®
Difference (I-
i) Suspectevidence  (J) SuspectEvidence iy Std. Error Sig.* Lower Bound  Upper Bound
Directly Implicating Circumstantial 083 H13 873 -.955 1.120
Circumstantial Directly Implicating -.083 813 873 -1.120 055

Based on estimated marginal means
a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Least Significant Difference (equivalentto no adjustments).

7. SuspectMationality * SuspectReligion * SuspectEvidence

DependentVariable: SleepDepriv
95% Confidence Interval

SuspectMationality  SuspectReligion  SuspectEvidence Mean Std. Error  Lower Bound  Upper Bound

Mational Minaority Direct 3.000 73 1.417 4 583
Circumstantial 2.000 893 A72 3.828

Mone Direct 2.000 631 707 3.293

Circumstantial 5.000 73 sy 6.583

Fareign Minarity Direct 2750 A73 1167 4 333
Circumstantial 4.333 883 2.505 6.162

Mone Direct 2.000 631 707 3.2493

Circumstantial 2.500 631 1.207 3.7493
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APPENDIX 2K T THREATS OF VIOLENCE MEASURE INDIA

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Dependent Variable: Threats

Type lll Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Corrected Mode| 28.379* 7 4.054 910 509 137
Intercept 637.296 1 637.296 142.981 <.001 181
SuspectMationality B8.634 1 8.634 1.937 AT72 .046
SuspectReligion 1.907 1 1.907 A28 517 .01
SuspectEvidence 5.436 1 6.436 1.444 237 .035
SuspectMationality * 661 1 661 148 .702 .004
SuspectReligion
SuspectMationality * 2.067 1 2.067 A64 500 .01
SuspectEvidence
SuspectReligion™ 4270 1 4270 858 334 .023
SuspectEvidence
Suspectiationality * 2.758 1 2.758 619 436 .015
SuspectReligion ™
Suspectevidence
Error 178.288 40 4 457
Total 852.000 48
Corrected Total 206.667 47

a. R Squared = .137 (Adjusted R Squared = -.014)

Pairwise Comparisons

DependentWariable: Threats
95% Confidence Interval for

Mean Difference®
Difference (-
( SuspectMationality  (J) SuspectMationality Jl Std. Error Sig.® Lower Bound  UpperBound
Mational Foreign 863 620 A72 -.3490 2115
Fareian Mational - 863 B20 A72 2115 380

Based on estimated marginal means
a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Least Significant Difference (equivalent to no adjustments).
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Pairwise Comparisons
DependentVariable: Threats

95% Confidence Interval for

Mean Difference?
Difference (I-
il SuspectReligion  (J) SuspeciReligion J) Std. Errar Sig.® Lower Bound  Upper Bound
Minarity Religion Mo Religion A05 G20 AT -.847 1.658
Mo Religion Minarity Religion -.405 G20 AT -1.658 847
Based on estimated marginal means
a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Least Significant Difference (equivalent to no adjustments).
Pairwise Comparisons
DependentVariahlz: Threats
95% Confidence Interval for
Mean Difference®
Difference (-
il SuspeciBvidence  (J) SuspectBvidence J) Std. Error Sig.® Lower Bound  Upper Bound
Directly Implicating Circumstantial - 745 620 23T -1.997 .a08
Circumstantial Directly Implicating T45 620 23T - 508 1.897

Based on estimated marginal means
a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Least Significant Difference (eguivalentto no adjustments).
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APPENDIX 2L 7 INDEFINITE DETENTION MEASURE INDIA

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects

Dependent Variable; Detention

Type Il Sum Partial Eta
Source of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. Squared
Corrected Mode| 20.833* [) 2.976 1.307 272 186
Intercept 313.042 1 313.042 137 .475 <001 175
SuspectMationality 6171 1 6.171 2.710 .08 .063
SuspectReligion .099 1 .099 043 .836 .001
SuspectEvidence 2102 1 2102 823 342 .023
SuspectNationality * 3.990 1 3.980 1.752 193 .042
SuspectReligion
SuspectMationality * 6.580 1 6.580 2.890 .0a7 067
SuspectEvidence
SuspectReligion ™ 227 1 227 00 754 .002
SuspectEvidence
SuspectMationality * 126 1 126 055 815 .001
SuspectReligion*
SuspectEvidence
Error 91.083 40 2.277
Total 422.000 48
Corrected Total 111.917 47

a. R Squared = .1B6 (Adjusted R Squared = .044)

Pairwise Comparisons

Dependent®ariable: Detention
95% Confidence Interval for
Mean Difference?
Difference (-
Iy SuspectMationality () SuspectMationality J) Std. Error Sig® Lower Bound UpperBound
Mational Faoreign 728 443 108 - 166 1.624
Foreign Mational -7249 443 108 -1.624 66

Based on estimated marginal means
a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Least Significant Difference (equivalent to no adjustments).

314






