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The present research examines the social cognitive processes underlying
ideologically-based violence through the lens of the 3N model of radicalization. To
test this theory, we introduce two new psychometric instruments—a social alienation
and a support for political violence scale—developed in collaboration with 13 subject
matter experts on terrorism. Using these instruments, we test the theory’s hypotheses
in four different cultural settings. In Study 1, Canadians reporting high levels of social
alienation (Need) expressed greater support for political violence (Narrative), which
in turn positively predicted wanting to join a radical group (Network), controlling for
other measures related to political violence. Study 2a and 2b replicated these findings
in Pakistan and in Spain, respectively. Using an experimental manipulation of social
alienation, Study 3 extended these findings with an American sample and demonstrated
that moral justification is one of the psychological mechanisms linking social alienation
to supporting political violence. Implications and future directions for the psychology of
terrorism are discussed.
Keywords: social alienation, support for political violence, radicalization, violent extremism, 3N model of
radicalization

INTRODUCTION
The threat of terrorism is a global concern. Despite declining numbers of terrorist attacks
worldwide in the last 3 years, violent extremism “remains extraordinarily high compared to
historical trends” [(1), p. 1]) with more than 10,000 terrorist attacks claiming the lives of over 25,000
people annually (2). What has also been noticeable is the sheer brutally of these incidents such as
the 2014 Gamboru Ngala massacre in Nigeria (more than 300 deaths), the 2015 Bataclan attack
in France (killing 137 and injuring more than 400 people), and the 2016 Karrada bombing in Iraq
(killing more than 300 people and injuring over 200). The frequency and intensity of violent attacks
committed by widely different ideological groups (e.g., far-right and far-left movements, radical
Islam) has motivated the creation of several local anti-radicalization programs (e.g., Calgary’s
Redirect initiative, Montreal’s Centre for the Prevention of Radicalization Leading to Violence)
and national strategies to tackle the rise of homegrown terrorism [see (3)].
In light of these global trends, one pressing question for psychologists is why are young
adults impelled to join violent organizations? One view holds that social alienation—a state
of estrangement and detachment from society— is an important vulnerability that prompts
individuals to seek solace in radical groups (4–6) that promise camaraderie and purpose to those
that follow their ideological imperatives (7). Accordingly, disenfranchised and alienated individuals
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are assumed to be at risk of becoming terrorism recruits,
especially if there are no alternative outlets to their frustration
(8); see (9, 10).
In spite of the intuitive appeal of the social alienation
hypothesis, an exhaustive literature search (using PsychINFO
and EBSCO databases) indicates that evidence linking social
alienation, support for violence, and wanting to join a violent
group is lacking. To date, the most relevant piece of research
has been on marginalization: “a condition wherein individuals
do not identify with either the home or the host culture” [(11),
p. 3]. In a cross-sectional investigation of first and secondgeneration Muslim immigrants in the US, the authors found
that marginalization was positively related to significance loss
(i.e., low self-worth), which, in turn, positively predicted support
for (1) radical interpretation of Islam and (2) fundamentalist
groups (11). The present research builds on this important piece
of research and contributes to this literature by making the
following distinctions:
First, extending the work of Lyons-Padilla et al. (11) we
posit that minorities within society that struggle to reconcile
conflicting cultural identities are not the only members of society
at risk of being attracted to violent extremism. As we intend to
demonstrate, members of the host culture, too, can feel detached
from society and embrace political violence with great resolve
and seek the company of those that share a similar predisposition.
Second, we postulate that social alienation, support for
political violence, and support for violent groups are interwoven
components of a motivational process that characterizes a specific
trajectory toward violence. As we lay out in the following
sections, the present research examines the social cognitive
processes underlying ideologically-based violence through the
lens of the 3N model of radicalization (7, 12, 13); a new
theoretical perspective which warrants further investigation. To
test this theory, we introduce two new instruments developed in
collaboration with 13 subject matter experts on terrorism: A scale
that measures social alienation, people’s detachment from society,
and a scale that measures support for political violence, people’s
proclivity to accept violence to further an ideological cause.
Third, we adduce cross-cultural evidence for the
aforementioned motivational process and examine more closely
the cognitive mechanism that facilitates supporting political
violence when social alienation is experimentally induced by
investigating the role of moral disengagement (14). The present
research extends the 3N model of radicalization and provides a
comprehensive understanding of radicalization to violence by
combining insights from multiple theoretical perspectives.

One perennial question among terrorism researchers has been
what motivates individuals to become involved in violent
extremism. According to Kruglanski et al. (7, 13, 16, 17), one
motivational impetus underlying radicalization is the “quest for
significance,” namely, the universal need to be someone and
to be respected by others that matter. The significance quest
usually becomes an important goal when significance is lost (7)
such as when people experience personal failure, rejection, and
humiliation (18).
Social alienation—the feeling of detachment from social and
cultural participation (19)—is another form of significance loss
that has been discussed in many theories of radicalization
[e.g., (20–23). The literature on social alienation suggests that
it is a “sign of personal dissatisfaction with certain structural
elements of society. . . related particularly to economic and
political elements” [(24), p. 90]. It is a psychological state that
stems from feeling ostracized [for a review see (25)] and not
having genuine bonds with others, but it can also be actively
sought by rejecting society’s values and excluding oneself from
the community (26–28). As a result, socially alienated individuals
feel disconnected from the values of society and other citizens
(29, 30), are typically less interested in public affairs, and do not
identify with political figures (31).
Research by Shmotkin and Litwin (32) suggests that social
alienation is a devastating feeling that is strongly associated
with loss of personal worth and purpose. The 3N model of
radicalization proposes that when significance is lost, individuals
become motivated to restore it (18). One way to restoring
significance is by retaliating against the source of the threat
or seeking out new groups that can provide camaraderie and
purpose (5, 33). In line with this proposition, Wiktorowicz
(6) has suggested that negative personal events such as social
alienation induces a “cognitive opening,” a receptiveness to
new, and potentially violent, ideologies [see (10)]. Similarly,
it has been proposed that individuals feeling consistently
neglected and living on the fringe of society can be potential
recruits for terrorism, especially if there is no outlet for
their frustration (8–10).
Several historical cases suggest that social alienation may have
been a driving force behind radicalization leading to violence.
One of the most documented examples is that of the Chechen
Black Widows, a female-dominated group that sought to avenge
the deaths of their husbands and families at the hands of Russian
troops. According to Speckhard and Akhmedova’s (34) analysis,
soon after this traumatic event, 92% of Chechen female suicide
bombers (24/26) experienced social alienation and 73% “sought
a connection to Wahabbists groups soon after the trauma and in
direct reaction to it” (p. 5).

THE 3N MODEL OF RADICALIZATION

Narrative

Radicalization is commonly defined as “the social and
psychological process of incrementally experienced commitment
to extremist political or religious ideology” [(15), p. 152]. The
3N model of radicalization (12) identifies need, narrative, and
network, as the three categories of factors involved in producing
radicalization toward violence. We cover them in turn and
discuss how they are dynamically related.
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As exemplified by the Black widows, one common response
to experiencing a painful loss of significance (e.g., frustration,
humiliation) is wanting to punish those responsible for one’s
suffering [see (35, 36)]. Although displaying power through
forceful and heavy-handed behavior may be instrumental to
reassert one’s significance, the use of violence is generally
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prohibited and socially reprimanded. However, violence becomes
permissible when it is encapsulated within an ideological
framework that provides moral justifications for its use against
a specific group of people.
This suggests that ideological narrative play two important
roles. On the one hand, ideologies are shared systems of
belief (37) that identify the actions required to achieve
significance, which typically involves extreme violence against the
perceived enemies of one’s (ethnic, religious, or social) group.
On the other hand, ideological narrative provides the moral
justifications rendering violence acceptable and even desirable
against outgroup members (7, 14, 38).
This echoes the work of Bandura (14) on moral
disengagement that has marshaled evidence for the notion
that people engage in many cognitive maneuvers to proceed with
unethical behaviors without self-recrimination. For example,
unethical behavior appears permissible when victims are
dehumanized (considered lesser beings) and when violence
is morally justified by portraying it as a noble and important
cause. Supporting that claim, Aquino et al. (39) found that
“moral disengagement effectively reduced the extent to which
participants experienced negative emotions in reaction to abuses
of Iraqi detainees by American soldiers” (p. 385). In the present
research, we make the prediction that because socially alienated
individuals are not meaningfully connected to their community,
they should be more inclined to be morally disengaged and
thus, more prone to support political violence. This hypothesis
is consonant with research showing that feeling disconnected
from others reduces empathy, prosocial behavior, and increases
aggressive behavior (40, 41).

alienation), to believing that violence is an acceptable way to
restore that loss, to wanting to join a like-minded group. The
purpose of this research was to test these postulates.
To that end, in Study 1 we created two new psychometric
instruments: one to measure social alienation and one to measure
support for political violence. In a Canadian sample, we predicted
that social alienation (Need) would be positively associated with
support for political violence (Narrative) as a means to address
their grievance, which in turn would be associated with wanting
to join like-minded others (Network) that support violent
methods of achieving their political goals. Building on previous
work, we predicted this radicalization trajectory would hold
above and beyond other known predictors of violent extremism.
Specifically, we controlled for people’s (1) willingness to selfsacrifice for a cause (45); (2) collective narcissism [convictions
about the superiority of one’s in-group; (46)], and (3) need for
cognitive closure (47, 48).
In Study 2a and 2b, we aimed to replicate this model in two
different cultural contexts, namely, Pakistan and Spain. In Study
3, we aimed to experimentally replicate Study 1, 2a, and 2b by
manipulating social alienation and examining its influence on
support for political violence. The purpose of Study 3 was also to
test the mediating role of moral disengagement. Distinguishing
between moral justification and dehumanization, two strategies
typically related to supporting violence (14), we predicted that
people that feel socially alienated would be more prone to morally
justify violence and dehumanize others, which in turn would
make them more likely to support political violence.

STUDY 1

Network

The purpose of Study 1 was to adduce empirical evidence for
the psychological trajectory postulated by the three Ns model
of radicalization. In line with this theoretical framework, we
expected that social alienation would be positively associated with
support for violence, which in turn would be associated with
wanting to join a radical group. We aim to provide support
for this model by controlling for variables that been previously
associated with political violence, namely, collective narcissism,
need for closure, and self-sacrifice.

Once people adhere to the ideological narrative that morally
justifies the use of violence to restore significance, people are
likely to be motivated to seek the presence of others that
share similar beliefs. People’s beliefs are likely to influence the
type of group they join because of the universal motivation
to attain mutual understanding and a shared sense of reality
(42–44). These epistemic and relational motives are satisfied
by obtaining a predictable and controllable environment in a
group of like-minded individuals (37). Thus, those supporting
violence are likely to seek the company of individuals sharing
similar ideological beliefs. Furthermore, by joining a group of
like-minded individuals, the use of violence is socially condoned
as those that defend the existence of the group are bestowed
significance and referred to as heroes and martyrs (7, 13, 16).

Methods
Participants and Procedure
Assuming medium effect sizes, six latent variables, 42 observed
variables, and power set at 0.80, a sample size of 400 was
suggested (49). Four hundred and seventy Canadians (205
women; Mage = 32.67, SDage = 13.82) were recruited. Written
consent was obtained from participants. Participants were
recruited via advertisements posted on classified advertisements,
social media, and Amazon’s Mechanical Turk.

THE PRESENT RESEARCH
As the present literature review attests, there is evidence
suggesting that taken separately, Need, Narrative, and Network
can fuel support for political violence. However, what is unique
about the 3N model of radicalization is that it postulates
that these three ingredients are dynamically interconnected.
Specifically, one radicalization trajectory postulated by the
theory is the transition from Need, Narrative, to Network—i.e.,
from individuals experiencing a loss of significance (e.g., social
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Material
Item Development
A total of 56 items were developed for the Social Alienation scale
and 54 for the Support for Political Violence scale. Participants
indicated the extent to which they agreed with these statements
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Wanting to Join a Radical Group

using a 6-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to
6 (strongly agree).
After the items were developed, 13 independent subject matter
experts1 (SMEs) were consulted to verify the content validity
of the potential scale items. Content validity is the degree
that a subject’s response on a test represents their responses
to a real situation, constituting the area of concern for the
interpreters of the test (50). This form of external validation is
consistent with the goal of producing reliable findings (51, 52).
The SMEs possessed a breadth and depth of knowledge, spanning
frontline, operational, scholarly, and theoretical perspectives on
terrorism. SMEs completed standardized content validity forms
developed by DeMaio and Landreth (53) to identify problems
with questions that may impact data quality.

Participants’ proclivity toward joining a radical group was
measured with two items on a Likert scale (Study1a: rs = 0.79;
M = 2.89, SD = 1.47, Study 1b: rs = 0.82; M = 1.70, SD = 1.05).
The items were “I would support a group that is not afraid of
defying the law to fight for its principles” and “I would join
a group that is willing to use all means possible to defend its
ideology” and was completed on a 6-point Likert scale ranging
from 1 (strongly disagree) to 6 (strongly agree).

Results and Discussion
Factorial Validity and Reliability of the Social
Alienation Scale
The factorial validity of the social alienation scale was tested by
randomly dividing the sample in two groups. The first group
was used to conduct an exploratory factor analysis (EFA) and the
second group was used to conduct confirmatory factor analysis
(CFA). Expectation maximization (55) was used to replace
isolated missing values (0.002% of all data) so that a covariance
matrix based on the entire sample could be generated for the
SEM analysis. The EFA was performed on 235 participants using
maximum likelihood and oblimin solution. Items that loaded on
multiple factors or with weak factor loading were eliminated (56).
We then selected the 6 items with the strongest factors loadings
(3 were reverse-coded).
A second EFA (with maximum likelihood and oblimin
rotation) was performed with those 6 items. Results indicated a
two-factor solution with eigenvalues of 3.87 and 1.12 explaining
64 and 18%, respectively. Items that loaded on the first factor
included statements such as “I refuse to be part of Canadian
society” and “I identify strongly with Canadian culture and
values” (reverse-scored). The oblimin rotation revealed that all
the positive items loaded on one factor whereas all the reversescored items loaded strongly on the second factor (without crossloadings). Previous research has shown that loading patterns like
these are an artifact of item wording [(57); for a discussion, see
(58)]. Thus, we predicted that a unique factor structure would fit
the data better than a two-factor solution.
To test these predictions, a CFA was conducted with AMOS
(59) using the second random sample of 235 participants. The
single factor model was tested with unstandardized coefficients
obtained from the maximum-likelihood method of estimation.
A model with acceptable fit should have a comparative fit
index (CFI) and Tucker-Lewis index (TLI) superior to 0.90,
and models with excellent fit should have fit statistics superior
to 0.95 (60, 61). Additionally, the root-mean-square error of
approximation (RMSEA) and standardized root-mean-square
residuals (SRMR) should be 0.08 for acceptable and 0.05 for
excellent model fit. Results from the CFA yielded a good fit to
the data, χ2(df=4) = 3.88, p = 0.42, CFI = 1.00, TLI = 1.00,
RMSEA = 0.00, SRMR = 0.01. Results revealed high levels of
reliability for the Social Alienation scale (a = 0.87). To ensure
that the proposed single factor solution was the best fitting model,
it was compared to an alternative two-factor solution whereby the
reversed items loaded on one factor and the non-reversed items
loaded on another factor. Results indicated that the one-factor
solution had a best fit to the data compared to the two-factor

Collective Narcissism
To measure collective narcissism, three items (Study 1a: a = 0.84;
M = 2.79, SD = 1.31, Study 1b: α = 0.79; M = 2.75, SD = 1.17)
were adapted from the Collectivism Narcissism scale proposed
by de Zavala et al. (46). A sample item reads, “My group deserves
special treatment” and was completed on a 6-point Likert scale
ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 6 (strongly agree)—the
notion of group was not specifically defined so that participants
could define it according to what felt personally relevant.

Self-Sacrifice
Readiness to self-sacrifice was measured with the 10-item SelfSacrifice Scale proposed by Bélanger et al. (45); Study1a: a = 0.86;
M = 3.50, SD = 1.28, Study 1b: α = 0.82; M = 2.63, SD = 1.06).
A sample item reads, “I would be ready to give my life for
a cause that is extremely dear to me” and was completed on
a 7-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (not agree at all) to 7
(very strongly agree).

Need for Closure
Need for closure was measured with Roets and Van Hiel’s (54)
15-item Need for Closure Scale (Study 1a: a = 0.88; M = 3.60,
SD = 0.56, Study 1b: α = 0.89; M = 4.11, SD = 0.78). A
sample item reads, “I dislike unpredictable situations” and was
completed on a 6-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (strongly
disagree) to 6 (strongly agree).
1 We

would like to thank the following subject matter experts for helping with
creating the scales:
Dr. Elaine Pressman, Senior Fellow in the Canadian Centre of Intelligence and
Security Studies at Carleton University.
Dr. Robert Barrett - Security and foreign affairs specialist
Detective John Byers - Ottawa Police Service intelligence officer
Dr. Stéphane Dandeneau - Professor of psychology
Dan Dunlop - Retired OPS detective and hate crime pioneer
Phil Gurski - Retired CSIS strategic analyst
D.L. - Retired Canadian special forces
Dr. Juan Rivera - Retired Central Intelligence Agency senior operative
Mubin Shaikh - Previous supporter of the militant jihadi culture
Warren Silver - National training officer for police services
Dr. Anne Speckhard - World-renowned researcher on terrorism
Alison Vermette - Canadian Border Service Agency intelligence officer
Anders D. Melchiorsen, Lead intelligence-analysis liaison officer for the Danish
National Police in Denmark.
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solution, 1χ2(4) = 30.72, p < 0.001. See Table 1 for items and
factor loadings.

from the self-sacrifice scale and two items from the need for
closure scale were dropped because their factor loadings were
below 0.30. The CFA with all six constructs correlated provided a
good fit to the data, χ 2(626) = 1,153.04, p < 0.001, CFI = 0.94,
TLI = 0.93, RMSEA = 0.04, SRMR = 0.07. The statistically
reliable item loadings provide assurance that each latent variable
is well-defined by its items.

Factorial Validity and Reliability of the
Political Violence Scale
The same procedure was used to test the factorial validity of
the Political Violence scale. An EFA was performed with 235
participants using maximum likelihood and oblimin solution.
Items that loaded on multiple factors or with weak factor loading
were eliminated (56). We then selected the 6 items with the
strongest factors loadings (3 were reverse-coded).
A second EFA (with maximum likelihood and oblimin
rotation) was performed with those 6 items. Results indicated a
two-factor solution with eigenvalues of 3.30 and 1.44 explaining
55 and 24% of the variance, respectively. Items that loaded on the
first factor included statements such as “violence is necessary for
social change” and “there are effective ways of changing society
in Canada other than resorting to violence” (reversed-scored).
The oblimin rotation also revealed that all the positive items
loaded on one factor whereas all the reverse-scored items loaded
strongly on the second factor (without cross-loadings) and we
thus predicted that a unique factor structure would fit the data
better than a two-factor solution.
To test these predictions, a CFA was conducted using the
second random sample of 235 participants. The single factor
model was tested with unstandardized coefficients obtained from
the maximum-likelihood method of estimation. Results from the
CFA yielded a good fit to the data, χ2(df=1) = 0.09, p = 0.76,
CFI = 1.00, TLI = 1.00, RMSEA = 0.00, SRMR = 0.002. Results
revealed high levels of reliability for the Political Violence scale
(a = 0.83). To ensure that the proposed single factor solution
was the best fitting model, it was compared to an alternative twofactor solution whereby the reversed items loaded on one factor
and the non-reversed items loaded on another factor. Results
indicated that the one-factor solution had a best fit to the data
compared to the two-factor solution, 1χ2(7) = 19.06, p < 0.01.
See Table 2 for items and factor loadings.

SEM Full Model
The hypothesized model was tested by specifying a path
linking social alienation to support for political violence and
one path from the latter variable to wanting to join radical
groups, controlling for collective narcissism, self-sacrifice, and
need for closure. We display means, standard deviations, and
correlations for all measures in Table 3. Results indicated that the
hypothesized model fit the data well: χ2(df=627,N=470) = 1,153.32,
p < 0.001, CFI = 0.94, TLI = 0.93, RMSEA = 0.04, SRMR = 0.07.
As shown in Figure 1, social alienation was positively related
to support for political violence [B = 0.53, SE = 0.05, t = 9.17,
p < 0.001; 95% CI = [0.43, 0.62]], which in turn was positively
related to wanting to join a radical group (B = 0.48, SE = 0.07,
t = 6.28, p < 0.001; 95% CI = [0.32, −0.61]). Self-sacrifice
was related to both support for violence (B = 0.20, SE = 0.03,

TABLE 2 | Final item selection for the Political Violence Scale (Study 1).
Items

SEM: Measurement Model
The six-factor measurement model was examined with a CFA
using maximum-likelihood estimation in AMOS (59). One item

Factor loadings

When using violence to further a just cause, everybody is
fair game.

0.81***

Violence is necessary for social change.

0.86***

It is acceptable to retaliate against someone who insults
my values and beliefs.

0.73***

I would never consider physical violence to further a just
cause (R).

0.46***

We should never use violence as a way to try to change
society (R)

0.50***

There are effective ways of changing society in Canada
other than resorting to violence (R)

0.49***

*** p

< 0.001, Reverse-scored items = (R).

TABLE 3 | Means, standard deviations, and correlations involving all variables
from Study 1 (N = 470).
TABLE 1 | Final item selection for the Social Alienation Scale (Study 1).
M
Items

SD

2

3

4

5

6

Factor loadings
Social alienation (1)

2.27 1.03 0.59*** 0.38*** ***0.34 ***0.24 −0.001

I avoid social gatherings and activities associated with
Canadian society.

0.81***

Support for political
violence (2)

2.27 1.12

0.48*** 0.38*** 0.39***

0.04

I refuse to be part of Canadian society.

0.86***

0.37*** 0.37***

0.04

0.82***

Wanting to join a
radical group (3)

2.89 1.47

I strive to be distant from the average Canadian.

2.79 1.31

0.15*** 0.23***
−0.01

I fit in well with Canadian values and beliefs (R).

0.49***

I have stable and positive interactions with others from
Canadian society (R).

0.64***

Collective narcissism
(4)
Self-sacrifice (5)

3.50 1.28

I identify strongly with Canadian culture and values (R).

0.47***

Need for closure (6)

3.60 0.56

*** p

** p

< 0.001, Reverse-scored items = (R).
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FIGURE 1 | Results from Structural Equation Modeling (Study 1). For clarity, covariance paths and error terms are not shown. ***p < 0.001.

Methods

t = 6.51, p < 0.001; 95% CI = [0.14, 0.25]) and wanting to
join a radical group (B = 0.18, SE = 0.04, t = 4.17, p < 0.001;
95% CI = [0.10, 0.25]). Collective narcissism was also positively
related to political violence (B = 0.17, SE = 0.03, t = 4.91,
p < 0.001; 95% CI = [0.11, 0.22]) and radical group (B = 0.13,
SE = 0.04, t = 2.90, p < 0.001; 95% CI = [0.05, 0.20]). Need
for closure, on the other hand, was not related to these variables
(all ps > 0.05). Overall, the predictors explained 64 and 46%
of the variance associated with support for political violence and
wanting to join a radical group, respectively.
Indirect effects were investigated to further test the mediating
role of support for political violence between social alienation
and wanting to join a radical group. Consequently, bootstrapped
confidence interval estimates of the indirect effect [see (62)]
were calculated to confirm the significance of mediation. In
the present study, the 95% confidence interval of the indirect
effects was obtained with 5,000 bootstraps resamples (62). Results
confirmed the hypothesized mediation (B = 0.25, SE = 0.05; 95%
CI = [0.16, 0.37])2 .
Overall, results from Study 1 demonstrated that the
social alienation and support for political violence scales
were psychometrically sound instrument. Furthermore, results
provided correlational evidence supporting the 3N model of
radicalization by demonstrating in a sample of Canadians
that social alienation (Need) was positively associated with
support for political violence (narrative), which in turn predicted
wanted to join a radical organization (network). The question
to which we turn next is whether these findings can be
replicated cross-culturally.

Participants and Procedure
In Study 2a, assuming medium effect sizes, six latent variables, 12
observed variables, and power set at 0.80, a sample size of 400 was
suggested (49). Four hundred and twenty-two Pakistani students
(169 women; Mage = 20.70, SDage = 2.11) participated in this
research on a voluntary basis and completed a paper-and-pencil
questionnaire. Verbal consent was obtained from participants.
Similar analyses with 18 observed variables suggested a sample
size of 200 participants. Two hundred and thirty-three Spaniards
(165 women; Mage = 34.23, SDage = 13.94) participated in
this research on a voluntary basis and completed an online
questionnaire. Written consent was obtained from participants.

Materials
Social Alienation
In Study 2a, participants’ feeling of social alienation was
measured using two items from the social alienation scale
(rs = 0.52; M = 2.55, SD = 1.52) and three items in Study 2b
(M = 2.32, SD =1.21; α = 0.72).

Support for Political Violence
In Study 2a, participants’ support for political violence was
measured using two items from the support for violence scale
(rs = 0.60; M = 2.49, SD = 1.51) and three items in Study 2b
(M = 1.86, SD =1.41 a = 0.75).

Collective Narcissism
Collective narcissism was measured with two items in Study 2a
(rs = 0.47; M = 4.13, SD = 1.59) and three items in Study 2b
(M = 3.28, SD = 1.50, a = 0.71).

STUDY 2A-2B

Self-Sacrifice
Readiness to self-sacrifice was measured with two items in Study
2a (rs = 0.47; M = 3.66, SD = 1.64) and three items in Study 2b
(M = 2.74, SD = 1.47, a = 0.80).

The purpose of Study 2a and 2b was to adduce empirical
evidence for the psychological trajectory postulated by the three
Ns model of radicalization in different cultural contexts—an
important step to demonstrate its external validity. We attempted
to replicate Study 1 with a Pakistani sample (Study 2a) and a
Spaniard sample (Study 2b) to demonstrate how social alienation,
support for political violence, and radical social networks
are interconnected, above and beyond the influence of other
violence-related measures.

Need for Closure
Need for closure was measured using two items in Study 2a
(rs = 0.59; M = 4.28, SD = 1.52) and three items in Study 2b
(M = 4.47, SD = 1.45, a = 0.70).

Radical Social Network
The extent to which participants’ social network is radical was
measured using the following two items (Study 2a: rs = 0.23;
M = 3.17, SD = 1.53, Study 2b: rs = 0.56; M = 2.28, SD = 1.46):
“I personally know someone that supports violence for political

2 As discussed by Thoemmes (63), testing alternative models “to check whether one

mediation model is superior to another is inadmissible” (p. 1). Therefore, these
tests were not conducted.
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hypothesized mediation (Study 2a: B = 0.12, SE = 0.06; 95%
CI = [0.03, 0.31]; Study 2b: B = 0.06, SE = 0.05; 95%
CI = [0.004, 0.21]).
Overall, Study 2a and 2b replicated Study 1 by demonstrating
the relationship between social alienation, support for political
violence, and radical social network, above and beyond the
influence of other violence-related variables. Importantly, these
correlational findings were replicated in one Western and one
Asian country, suggesting that the 3N approach is relevant to the
study of radicalization in different cultural contexts.

change” and “People around me say it is appropriate to use
violence for an ideology.” Participants rated their agreement to
each of these items on a 7-point scale ranging from 1 (not agree
at all) to 7 (very strongly agree).

Results and Discussion
SEM: Measurement Model
The six-factor measurement model was examined with a
CFA using maximum-likelihood estimation in AMOS (59).
Expectation maximization (55) was used to replace isolated
missing values (0.001% of all data) so that a covariance matrix
based on the entire sample could be generated for the SEM
analysis. The CFA with all six constructs correlated provided
a good fit to the data, Study 2a χ 2(39) = 63.67, p = 0.008,
CFI = 0.95, TLI = 0.91, RMSEA = 0.03, SRMR = 0.03, Study
2b χ 2(104) = 170.49, p < 0.001, CFI = 0.93, TLI = 0.92,
RMSEA = 0.05, SRMR = 0.06. The statistically reliable item
loadings provide assurance that each latent variable is welldefined by its items.

STUDY 3
The purpose of Study 3 was to replicate Study 2 using an
experimental design to test the causal link between social
alienation and support for political violence. The aim of Study
3 was also to investigate the psychological mechanism that makes
people feeling socially alienated more prone to support political
violence. In this regard, the 3N model of radicalization postulates
that moral disengagement is relevant to people adhering to
violence (7). In his seminal work on moral disengagement,
Bandura (14) discussed that violence could be seen as permissible
when people engage in moral justification and dehumanization.
We reasoned that if socially alienated people are detached
from their community, then it follows that they should be
more inclined to feel morally disengaged from other people,
which should make them prone to support political violence.
Consequently, we hypothesized that moral justification and
dehumanization would mediate the relationship between social
alienation and support for political violence.

SEM Full Model
The hypothesized model was tested by specifying a path linking
social alienation to support for political violence and one path
from the latter variable to radical social network, controlling
for collective narcissism, self-sacrifice, and need for closure.
We display means, standard deviations, and correlations for all
measures in Table 4. Results indicated that the hypothesized
model fit the data well: Study 2a χ 2(39) = 63.71, p = 0.01,
CFI = 0.95, TLI = 0.92, RMSEA = 0.03, SRMR = 0.03, Study
2b χ2(df=105) = 175.11, p < 0.001, CFI = 0.93, TLI = 0.91,
RMSEA = 0.05, SRMR = 0.06.
As shown in Figure 2, social alienation was positively related
to support for political violence (Study 2a: B = 0.53, SE = 0.13,
t = 4.02, p < 0.001; 95% CI = [0.27, 0.78]; Study 2b: B = 0.17,
SE = 0.05, t = 3.43, p < 0.001; 95% CI = [0.07, 0.26]), which in
turn was positively related to knowing a radical social network
(Study 2a: B = 0.23, SE = 0.07, t = 3.16, p = 0.002; 95%
CI = [0.09, 0.36]; Study 2b: B = 0.38, SE = 0.18, t = 2.08,
p = 0.03; 95% CI = [0.02, 0.73]). Self-sacrifice was not related
to support for violence in Study 2a (B = 0.05, SE = 0.13, t = 0.36,
p = 0.71; 95% CI = [−0.20, 0.30]), but it was significant in Study
2b (B = 0.09, SE = 0.03, t = 2.40, p = 0.01; 95% CI = [0.03, 0.14]).
Self-sacrifice was related to radical social network in Study 2a
(B = 0.17, SE = 0.05, t = 3.43, p < 0.001; 95% CI = [0.07, 0.26]),
but not in Study 2b (B = 0.05, SE = 0.07, t = 0.69, p = 0.48; 95%
CI = [−0.08, 0.18]). Collective narcissism and need for closure
were not significantly related to any of the variables (Study 2a: all
ps > 0.12; Study 2b all ps > 0.08). Overall, the explained variance
associated with support for political violence was 34% in Study
2a (13% in Study 2b), whereas the explained variance associated
with radical social network was 69% in Study 2a (8% in Study 2b).
Indirect effects were investigated to further test the mediating
role of support for political violence between social alienation and
radical social network. As in Study 1, bootstrapped confidence
interval estimates of the indirect effect were calculated to
confirm the significance of mediation. Results confirmed the
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Methods
Participants and Procedure
Assuming medium effect sizes and power set at 0.80, a sample size
of 225 people was suggested by 5,000 Monte Carlo simulations.
Three hundred and fifty-seven Americans were recruited online
via Amazon’s Mechanical Turk. Duplicate IP addresses and
geolocation were blocked using Turkprime service (64). Written
consent was obtained from participants. Thirty-four participants
did not complete the experimental manipulations and four did
not successfully complete the attentional check embedded in the
survey, thus leaving 319 participants (176 women; M age = 40.09,
SDage = 13.02) for our analyses.
Participants were randomly assigned to one of two
experimental conditions. The social alienation condition
consisted of a recall task developed using two items taken from
the social alienation scale [for a similar procedure see (65, 66)].
Specifically, participants (N = 130) were instructed to:
“Write about a time when you tried to distance yourself
from the average American and you did not strongly identify
with American culture and values. Recall this event vividly and
include as many details as you can to relive the experience—the
whole story.”
Participants in the control condition (N = 189) were
instructed to:
“Write about a time when you experienced dental pain and
it took a long time to go away. Recall this event vividly and
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TABLE 4 | Means, standard deviations, and correlations involving all variables from Study 2a (N = 422) and 2b (N = 233).
M

SD

2

3

4

5

6

Social alienation (1)

2.72
(2.32)

1.55
(1.21)

0.31***
(0.25***)

0.21***
(0.15*)

0.13**
(0.06)

0.21***
(0.06)

0.02
(−0.03)

Support for political violence (2)

2.50
(1.86)

1.51
(1.41)

0.26***
(0.18**)

0.12**
(−0.02)

0.15***
(0.09)

−0.07
(−0.00)

Radical social network (3)

3.17
(2.28)

1.54
(1.46)

0.10*
(0.05)

0.25***
(0.12*)

0.09
(−0.06)

Collective narcissism (4)

4.14
(3.28)

1.59
(1.50)

0.07
(0.24***)

0.12*
(0.17**)

Self-sacrifice (5)

3.67
(2.74)

1.64
(1.47)

Need for closure (6)

4.29
(4.47)

1.51
(1.45)

*p

0.06
(−0.07)

< 0.05, ** p < 0.01 *** p < 0.001. Parameters of Study 2b are in parentheses.

FIGURE 2 | Results from Structural Equation Modeling (Study 2a in Pakistan and 2b in Spain). Parameters for Study 2b are in parentheses. For clarity, covariance
paths and error terms are not shown. *p < 0.05, **p 0.01, ***p < 0.001.

Results and Discussion

include as many details as you can to relive the experience—the
whole story.”

Our first analysis tested the influence of the experimental
manipulation on the social alienation measure, which consisted
of our manipulation check. Results indicated that compared
to the control group (M = 2.64, SD = 1.08), participants in
the experimental condition (M = 3.19, SD = 1.24) reported
greater social alienation, F (1,317) = 17.84, p < 0.001, η 2 = 0.05.
The experimental condition also had an impact on support for
political violence: compared to the control group (M = 2.21,
SD = 1.15), participants in the experimental condition (M = 2.47,
SD = 1.26) reported greater support for political violence,
F (1,317) = 3.69, p = 0.05, η 2 = 0.01.
In our second analysis, we tested the mediating role of moral
justification and dehumanization between the experimental
conditions (coded 0 = control group; 1 = social alienation) and
support for political violence using path analysis. We display
means, standard deviations, and correlations for all measures
in Table 5.
Results indicated the model had an acceptable fit to the
data χ 2(1) = 2.39, p = 0.12, CFI = 0.99, TLI = 0.96,
RMSEA = 0.06, SRMR = 0.02. Results indicated that the
experimental manipulation did not influence dehumanization
(B = 0.13, SE = 0.16, t = 0.85, p = 0.39; 95% CI = [−0.18,
0.44]), but did have an impact on moral justification (B = 0.37,
SE = 0.18, t = 2.05, p = 0.04; 95% CI = [0.01, 0.72]),
explaining 1.3% of the variance, such that participants in the
social alienation condition (M = 3.73, SD = 1.60) reported
greater moral justification than those in the control condition

Materials
Social Alienation
Participants’ feeling of social alienation was measured as in Study
1 (α = 0.82; M = 2.86, SD = 1.18), excluding the two items used
in social alienation manipulation.

Moral Disengagement
Participants’ moral disengagement was measured using a short 7item version of Bandura et al.’s (38) scale. A factor analysis using
oblimin rotation and maximum likelihood were conducted on
these items. As expected the scree test and eigenvalues (4.15 and
1.06) indicated the extraction of two factors explaining 59 and
15% of the variance, respectively. The first factor was composed
of items measuring dehumanization (e.g., “Some people deserve
to be treated like animals”; α = 0.90; M = 2.06, SD = 1.40),
whereas the second factor measured moral justification (“It is
alright to fight when your group’s honor is threatened”; α = 0.66;
M = 3.51, SD = 1.59). Participants rated their agreement to each
of these items on a 7-point scale ranging from 1 (not agree at all)
to 7 (very strongly agree).

Support for Political Violence
Participants’ support for political violence was measured using
the same scale as in Study 1 (a = 0.85; M = 2.32, SD = 1.20).
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sizes were relatively weak. For example, the effect of the
experimental manipulation on moral justification only explained
1.3% of the variance and the corresponding mediation effect
on support for violence had a confidence interval with a
lower bound close to zero. Overall then, although consistent
with Study 1 and 2, Study 3’s results would benefit from
being replicated.

(M = 3.36, SD = 1.56). In turn, both dehumanization (B = 0.46,
SE = 0.04, t = 10.66, p < 0.001; 95% CI = [0.38, 0.53]) and
moral justification (B = 0.08, SE = 0.03, t = 2.20, p = 0.02;
95% CI = [0.02, 0.13]), were positively associated with support
for political violence, explaining 36% of its variance.
Bootstrapped bias-corrected confidence interval estimates
[see (62)] were calculated to test the mediating role of moral
justification between the experimental condition and support
for political violence. Results confirmed the significance of the
mediation (B = 0.03, SE = 0.02; 95% CI = [0.00, 0.10];
see Figure 3).
Results of Study 3 suggest that social alienation has a causal
influence on people’s support for political violence. Importantly,
this relationship was mediated by people’s proclivity to morally
justify the use of violence, which was also enhanced by the
experimental manipulation. Dehumanization, on the other hand,
also predicted people’s support for political violence, but the
situational induction of social alienation did not make people
more prone to dehumanize others. This hints to the possibility
that moral justification comes into play first in people’s trajectory
toward violence, whereas dehumanization potentially comes
at a later stage in the radicalization process. Of note, one
limitation associated with Study 3 is that the reported effect

GENERAL DISCUSSION
A fuller understanding of why and how individuals radicalize and
commit acts of terrorism merits immediate attention. According
to the 3N model of radicalization (12), there are three major
components that push individuals toward violent extremism:
(1) the Need element which pertains to individuals’ quest for
personal significance [see (7, 13, 17)], (2) the Narrative which
identifies the means to the end of significance; in a violence
justifying narrative this is portrayed as extreme aggression against
perceived enemies (ethnic, religious, or social), and (3) the social
Network in which individuals are embedded and that validates
the means-ends relations between violence and significance as
well as dispensing rewards (in terms of bestowed status and
veneration) to people that commit violence.
To test the theoretical postulates of the 3N model, we
developed two new psychometric instruments: the social
alienation scale and the support for political violence scale. Items
for both scales were constructed by the research team and then
presented to SMEs, which included experts from several key
areas including academia, extremism policing, Canadian Border
Services Agency intelligence, Canadian Security Intelligence
Service, Central Intelligence Agency, and Canadian Special
Forces. One SME was an ex-radical turned CSIS agent.
Exploratory and confirmatory factor analyses confirmed that the
scales were psychometrically sound.
Using these scales, the present research adduced empirical
evidence to support the 3N model of radicalization, thus yielding

TABLE 5 | Means, standard deviations, and correlations involving all
variables from Study 3 (N = 319).
M

SD

2

Experimental condition (1)

0.40 0.49 0.23***

Social alienation (2)

2.86 1.18

3

4

5

0.10*

0.11*

0.04

0.28***

0.05

0.24***

Support for political violence (3)

2.32 1.20

0.37*** 0.59***

Moral justification (4)

3.51 1.59

0.48***

Dehumanization (5)

2.06 1.40

*p

< 0.05, *** p < 0.001.

FIGURE 3 | Results from Path Analysis (Study 3). For clarity, covariance paths and error terms are not shown. Experimental Condition: 0 = Control group; 1 = Social
Alienation. *p < 0.05, ***p < 0.001.

Frontiers in Psychiatry | www.frontiersin.org

9

February 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 42

Bélanger et al.

Social Alienation and Support for Violence

in collectivistic (vs. individualistic) societies the role of social
networks would play a more important role in the first steps en
route to violent extremism. More research is needed to examine
these questions.

practical and theoretical implications. Study 1 demonstrated that
social alienation (Need) was positively related to support for
violence (Narrative), which in turn was positively associated with
wanting to join a radical group (Network), controlling for other
predictors known to be related to violence, namely collective
narcissism, need for closure, and self-sacrifice.
In Studies 2a and 2b, we replicated Study 1 in two culturally
distinct samples, namely, in Pakistan and in Spain. Consistent
with our theoretical framework, we found that socially alienated
individuals reported greater support for political violence, which
in turn was positively associated with knowing like-minded
individuals that support violence. These results demonstrated
that the 3N model of radicalization is robust and has good
external validity.
In Study 3, we replicated Study 1, 2a, and 2b using an
experimental design with yet another culturally distinct
group of participants (i.e., Americans) and demonstrated the
causal link between social alienation and support for political
violence. An important theoretical contribution of this study
consisted of demonstrating that moral justification (but not
dehumanization) mediated the relationship between the social
alienation manipulation and support for political violence.
Prior theorizing related to the 3N model of radicalization
acknowledged that ideological narratives containing cognitive
maneuvers allowing unethical behaviors to be carried out
without self-recrimination would morally warrant the use of
political violence (7). In this research, we found empirical
support for this proposition and demonstrated that Need
(i.e., social alienation) and Narrative (i.e., support for
political violence) are connected through this psychological
mechanism. Future research could examine if other forms
of significance quest activation (e.g., feeling incompetent,
lack of meaning in life), which are not necessarily associated
with feeling detached from society, also result in moral
disengagement. It could well be that only a certain subset of
situations that arouse the significance quest produces that
phenomenon. Understanding under which circumstances
moral disengagement occurs (or not) would be an important
theoretical advancement.
Overall, the results herein described lend support to the 3N
model of radicalization and illustrates how Need, Narrative,
and Network are sequentially interconnected. This is not to
say that there are no other possible radicalization trajectories—
alternative trajectories most certainly exist—but this is the
first to be empirically tested and supported. For example,
some trajectories could initially involve having bonds, or even
familial ties, with individuals that support violence (Network),
which would increase the likelihood that a person adheres to
the group’s ideology (Narrative) and its collective grievance
(Need). In other cases, the journey to violent extremism could
begin with exposure to the ideological narrative (e.g., on social
media), followed by a sense of grievance and disgruntlement
(Need), which would culminate in wanting to join the radical
group (Network). Interestingly, one could hypothesize that
some of these trajectories would be more prevalent depending
on the social context. For example, one would expect that
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LIMITATIONS
The present work is not impervious to methodological
limitations. First, most of the research presented here (except
Study 3) is correlational, which limits the use of causal inferences
to describe the relationship between Need, Narrative, and
Network. Additional experimental evidence is needed to make
these claims. Second, although we have accumulated crosscultural evidence for the 3N model, the present research does
not entirely demonstrate how the process of radicalization
unfolds over time. Consequently, future research should gather
longitudinal data to assess within-subject changes in support
for political violence and radical social network to relate these
changes to individuals’ experience of social alienation. Third,
the present research has focused exclusively on the risk factors
associated with political violence; a more comprehensive analysis
of radicalization would necessitate investigating protection
factors such as the presence of peaceful alternatives to
further one’s political goal, empathy, emotion regulation,
and strong familial ties. Fourth, instead of relying on selfreport measures, future research could also include behavioral
outcomes, including implicit measures (e.g., IAT, lexical decision
task), to observe the relevance of social alienation for political
violence. Last, but not the least, we believe that objective
measures of radical social network should also be used in future
research. For example, participants’ social media connections and
communications could be utilized to measure people’s ties to
radical milieus (67).

CONCLUSION
The present research examined a radicalization trajectory
proposed by the 3N model of radicalization whereby individuals
transition from losing significance (feeling socially alienated),
to adhering to violence-justifying ideologies, to wanting to join
radical groups. In addition to finding empirical evidence for
this model across four culturally distinct samples, this research
showed that moral justification is one of the mechanisms
linking social alienation to support for political violence.
These findings extend our knowledge on the psychology of
radicalization and provide additional knowledge for frontline
workers (e.g., social workers, psychologists, family counselors)
to identify and ultimately prevent individuals from engaging
in violent extremism. Efforts to prevent terrorism need to
start with reliable data that can both guide future research
and enlighten stakeholders to draw informed conclusions. Our
research provides theory-driven findings to help researchers,
practitioners, and policy-makers to develop community-based
efforts to reach these goals (68).

10

February 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 42

Bélanger et al.

Social Alienation and Support for Violence

ETHICS STATEMENT

supervisory role: active supervision of the project, data
acquisition: original experimental work, data analysis, writing:
drafting, revising, and final approval of the article to be
published. MM, HM, and NN design and Interpretation of
results: original idea and theorizing, planning, and input,
writing: drafting, revising, and final approval of the article to
be published.

(1) Chesapeake Institutional Review Board, Protocol number:
Pro00012629. (2) New York University Abu Dhabi, Protocol
number: 043-2017. Written consent was obtained from human
subjects in Study 1, 2b, and 3. Verbal consent was obtained from
participants in Study 2a.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

FUNDING

JB, LR, M-AL, PM, and KF design and Interpretation of
results: original idea and theorizing, planning and input,

This research was supported by Public Safety Canada.

REFERENCES

17. Kruglanski AW, Gelfand MJ, Bélanger JJ, Hetiarachchi M, Gunaratna R.
Significance quest theory as the driver of radicalization towards terrorism. In:
Jerard J, Nasir SM, editors. Resilience and Resolve: Community Engagement
to Community Resilience. London: Imperial College Press (2015). p. 17–30.
doi: 10.1142/9781783267743_0002
18. Dugas M, Bélanger JJ, Moyano M, Schumpe BM, Kruglanski AW, Gelfand
MJ, et al. The quest for significance motivates self-sacrifice. Motiv Sci. (2016)
2:15–32. doi: 10.1037/mot0000030
19. Griffin K. Social alienation by communication denial. Q J Speech (1970)
56:347–57. doi: 10.1080/00335637009383022
20. Silber M, Bhatt A. Radicalization in the West: The Homegrown Threat. New
York, NY: New York City Police Department (2007). Available online
at:
http://www.nypdshield.org/public/SiteFiles/documents/NYPD_
ReportRadicalization_in_the_West.pdf.
21. Atran S, Stern J. Small groups find fatal purpose through the web. Nature
(2005) 437:620. doi: 10.1038/437620a
22. Ganor B. The Counter-Terrorism Puzzle: A Guide For Decision Makers. New
York, NY: Transaction Publishers (2011).
23. Horgan J. The Psychology of Terrorism. London: Routledge (2004).
24. Lystad MH. Social alienation: a review of current literature. Sociol Q. (1972)
13:90–113.
25. Williams KD. Ostracism. Ann Rev Psychol. (2007) 58:425–52.
doi: 10.1146/annurev.psych.58.110405.085641
26. Meissner WW. Parental interaction of the adolescent boy. J Genet Psychol.
(1965) 107:225–33.
27. Halleck SL. Psychiatric treatment of the alienated college student. Am J
Psychiatry (1967) 124:642–50.
28. King M, Mohamed A, Aw-Osman F. Somali identity and support for
al-Shabaab in Canada, the U.S., and the U.K. In: Gartenstein-Ross and
L. From, editor. Terror in the Peaceable Kingdom: Understanding and
Addressing Violent Extremism in Canada. Washington, DC: FDD Press (2012).
p. 47–59.
29. Fromm E. The Sane Society. New York, NY: Rinehart & Co. Inc (1955).
30. Lynd HM. Alienation: man’s fate and man’s hope. Am J Psychoanal. (1961)
21:166–72.
31. Rosenberg M. Self-esteem and concern with public affairs. Public Opin Q.
(1962) 26:201–11.
32. Shmotkin D, Litwin H. Cumulative adversity and depressive symptoms among
older adults in Israel: the differential roles of self-oriented versus otheroriented events of potential trauma. Soc Psychiatry Psychiatr Epidemiol. (2009)
44:989–97. doi: 10.1007/s00127-009-0020-x
33. Kruglanski AW, Orehek E. The role of quest for significance in motivating
terrorism. In: J. Forgas, A. Kruglanski, and K. Williams, editors. Social Conflict
and Aggression. New York, NY: Psychology Press (2011). p. 153–64.
34. Speckhard A, Akhmedova K. Black widows: the Chechen female suicide
terrorists. In: Schweitzer Y, editor. Female Suicide Bombers: Dying for Equality?
Tel Aviv: Jaffee Centre for Strategic Studies (2006). p. 63–80. Available online
at: http://www.tau.ac.il/jcss/memoranda/memo84.pdf
35. Berkowitz L. The concept of aggressive drive: some additional considerations.
Adv Exp Soc Psychol. (1965) 2:301–29.

1. National Consortium for the Study of Terrorism and Responses to Terrorism
(START). (2018a).Global Terrorism in 2017. Available online at: https://www.
start.umd.edu/pubs/START_GTD_Overview2017_July2018.pdf.
2. National Consortium for the Study of Terrorism and Responses to Terrorism
(START). (2018). Global Terrorism Database [Data file]. Available online at:
https://www.start.umd.edu/gtd.
3. Bélanger JJ. The rise and fall of violent extremism: the science behind
community-based interventions. In: C. Köpetz and A. Fishbach, editors. The
Motivation-Cognition Interface; From the Lab to the Real World. A Festschrift
in Honor of Arie W. Kruglanski. New York, NY: Routledge (2017). p. 170–95.
4. McVeigh T. ‘Recruiter’ of UK jihadis: I regret opening the way to ISIS. The
Guardian. (2015). Available online at: https://www.theguardian.com/world/
2015/jun/13/godfather-of-british-jihadists-admits-we-opened-to-way-tojoin-isis
5. Nielsen R. Jihadi Radicalization of Muslim Clerics. Cambridge MA: Harvard
University(2012).
6. Wiktorowicz Q. Radical Islam Rising: Muslim Extremism in the West. Oxford,
UK: Rowman and Littlefield (2005).
7. Kruglanski AW, Gelfand MJ, Bélanger JJ, Sheveland A, Hetiarachchi M,
Gunaratna R. The psychology of radicalization and deradicalization: how
significance quest impacts violent extremism. Polit Psychol. (2014) 35:69–93.
doi: 10.1111/pops.12163
8. Simons A, Tucker D. The misleading problem of failed states: a “sociogeography” of terrorism in the post-9/11 era. Third World Q. (2007) 28:387–
401. doi: 10.1080/01436590601153887
9. Schumpe BM, Bélanger JJ, Giacomantonio M, Nisa CF, Brizi A. Weapons of
peace: providing alternative means for social change reduces political violence.
J Appl Soc Psychol. (2018) 48:549–58. doi: 10.1111/jasp.12546
10. Schumpe BM, Bélanger JJ, Moyano M, Nisa CF. The role of sensation seeking
in political violence: an extension of the significance quest theory. J Pers Soc
Psychol. (2018) doi: 10.1037/pspp0000223. [Epub ahead of print].
11. Lyons-Padilla S, Gelfand MJ, Mirahmadi H, Farooq M, van Egmond M.
Belonging nowhere: Marginalization & radicalization risk among Muslim
immigrants. Behav Sci Policy (2015) 1:1–12. doi: 10.1353/bsp.2015.0019
12. Webber D, Kruglanski AW. Psychological factors in radicalization: a
“3 N” approach. In: LaFree G, Freilich JD, editors, The Handbook of
the Criminology of Terrorism. Hoboken, NJ: Wiley (2016). pp. 33–46.
doi: 10.1002/9781118923986.ch2
13. Kruglanski AW, Bélanger JJ, Gelfand M, Gunaratna R, Hettiarachchi M,
Reinares F, et al. Terrorism—A (self) love story: redirecting the significance
quest can end violence. Am Psychol. (2013) 68:559. doi:10.1037/a0032615
14. Bandura A. Moral disengagement in the perpetration of inhumanities. Pers
Soc Psychol. Rev. (1999) 3:193–209.
15. Horgan J. Walking Away From Terrorism: Accounts of Disengagement From
Radical and Extremist Movements. London: Routledge (2009).
16. Kruglanski AW, Chen X, Dechesne M, Fishman S, Orehek E. Fully committed:
suicide bombers’ motivation and the quest for personal significance. Polit
Psychol. (2009) 30:331–57. doi: 10.1111/j.1467-9221.2009.00698.x

Frontiers in Psychiatry | www.frontiersin.org

11

February 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 42

Bélanger et al.

Social Alienation and Support for Violence

55. Dempster AP, Laird NM, Rubin DB. Maximum likelihood estimation from
complete data via the EM algorithm. J R Stat Soc. (1977) 39:1–38.
56. Tabachnick BG, Fidell LS. Using Multivariate Statistics. Boston: Allyn and
Bacon/Pearson Education (2007).
57. Marsh HW, Scalas LF, Nagengast B. Longitudinal tests of competing factor
structures for the Rosenberg Self-Esteem Scale: traits, ephemeral artefacts,
and stable response styles. Psychol Assess. (2010) 22:366–81. doi: 10.1037/a00
19225
58. Biderman MD, Nguyen NT, Cunningham CJL, Ghorbani N.
The ubiquity of common method variance: the case of the
big five. J Res Pers. (2011) 45:417–29. doi: 10.1016/j.jrp.2011.
05.001
59. Arbuckle JL. AMOS Users’ Guide 18.0. Chicago: SPSS (2007).
60. Marsh HW, Muthén B, Asparouhov T, Lüdtke O, Robitzsch A, Morin AJS,
et al. Exploratory structural equation modeling, integrating CFA and EFA:
application to students’ evaluations of university teaching. Struct Equ Model.
(2009) 16:439–76. doi: 10.1080/10705510903008220
61. Marsh HW, Wen Z, Nagengast B, Hau K-T. Structural equation models of
latent interaction. In: Hoyle RH, editor. Handbook of Structural Equation
Modeling. New York, NY: Guilford Press (2012). p. 436–58.
62. Preacher KJ, Hayes AF. Asymptotic and resampling strategies
for assessing and comparing indirect effects in multiple mediator
models. Behav Res Methods (2008) 40:879–91. doi: 10.3758/BRM.40.
3.879
63. Thoemmes F. Reversing arrows in mediation models does not
distinguish plausible models. Basic Appl Soc Psychol. (2015) 37:226–34.
doi: 10.1080/01973533.2015.1049351
64. Litman L, Robinson J, Abberbock T. TurkPrime. com: A versatile
crowdsourcing data acquisition platform for the behavioral sciences.
Behav Res Methods (2017) 49:433–42. doi: 10.3758/s13428-0160727-z
65. Bélanger JJ, Lafrenière M-AK, Vallerand RJ, Kruglanski AW. Driven by
fear: the effect of success and failure information on passionate individuals’
performance. J Pers Soc Psychol. (2013) 104:180–95. doi: 10.1037/a00
29585
66. Bélanger JJ, Lafrenière MAK, Vallerand RJ, Kruglanski AW. When passion
makes the heart grow colder: The role of passion in alternative goal
suppression. J Pers Soc Psychol. (2013) 104:126–47. doi: 10.1037/a00296
67. Smith LG, Gavin J, Sharp E. Social identity formation during the
emergence of the occupy movement. Eur J Soc Psychol. (2015) 45:818–32.
doi: 10.1002/ejsp.2150
68. Bélanger JJ, Nociti N, Chamberland PE, Paquette V, Gagnon D, Mahmoud
A, et al. Building a Resilient Community within a Multicultural Canada:
Information Toolkit on Violent Extremism (2015). Available online at: http://
trev.uqam.ca/.

36. Friedland N. Becoming a terrorist: social and individual antecedents. In: L.
Howard, editor. Terrorism: Roots, Impact, Responses. London: Praeger (1992).
p. 81–93.
37. Jost JT, Ledgerwood A, Hardin CD. Shared reality, system justification, and
the relational basis of ideological beliefs. Soc Pers Psychol Compass (2008)
2:171–86. doi: 10.1111/j.1751-9004.2007.00056.x
38. Bandura A, Barbaranelli C, Caprara GV, Pastorelli C. Mechanisms of moral
disengagement in the exercise of moral agency. J Pers Soc Psychol. (1996)
71:364.
39. Aquino K, Reed II A, Thau S, Freeman D. A grotesque and dark beauty:
How moral identity and mechanisms of moral disengagement influence
cognitive and emotional reactions to war. J Exp Soc Psychol. (2007) 43:385–92.
doi: 10.1016/j.jesp.2006.05.013
40. Twenge JM, Baumeister RF, Tice DM, Stucke TS. If you can’t join them, beat
them: Effects of social exclusion on aggressive behavior. J Pers Soc Psychol.
(2001) 81:1058–69. doi: 10.1037//0022-3514.81.6.1058
41. Twenge JM, Baumeister RF, DeWall CN, Ciarrocco NJ, Bartels JM. Social
exclusion decreases prosocial behavior. J Pers Soc Psychol. (2007) 92:56–66.
doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.92.1.56
42. Echterhoff G, Higgins ET, Levine JM. Shared reality experiencing
commonality with others’ inner states about the world. Perspect Psychol
Sci. (2009) 4:496–521. doi: 10.1111/j.1745-6924.2009.01161.x
43. Hardin CD, Higgins ET. Shared reality: how social verification makes the
subjective objective. In: E. T. Higgins andR. M. Sorrentino, editors. Handbook
of Motivation and Cognition: The Interpersonal Context. Vol. 3. New York, NY:
Guilford Press (1996). p. 28–84.
44. Kruglanski AW, Pierro A, Mannetti L, De Grada E. Groups as epistemic
providers: need for closure and the unfolding of group-centrism. Psychol Rev.
(2006) 113:84–100. doi: 10.1037/0033-295X.113.1.84
45. Bélanger JJ, Caouette J, Sharvit K, Dugas M. The psychology of martyrdom:
making the ultimate sacrifice in the name of a cause. J Pers Soc Psychol. (2014)
107:494. doi: 10.1037/a0036855
46. deZavala AG, Cichocka A, Eidelson R, Jayawickreme N. Collective narcissism
and its social consequences. J Pers Soc Psychol. (2009) 97:1074. doi: 10.1037/
a0016904
47. Webber D, Babush M, Schori-Eyal N, Moyano M, Hettiarachchi M,
Bélanger JJ, et al. The road to extremism: how significance-loss-based
uncertainty fosters radicalization. J Pers Soc Psychol. (2017) 114:270–85.
doi: 10.1037/pspi0000111
48. Webster DM, Kruglanski AW. Individual differences in need
for cognitive closure. J Pers Soc Psychol. (1994) 67:1049–62.
doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.67.6.1049
49. Soper DS. A-Priori Sample Size Calculator for Structural Equation Models
(2018). Available online at: http://www.danielsoper.com/statcalc.
50. Lennon RT. Assumptions underlying the use of content validity. Educ Psychol
Meas. (1956) 16:294–304. doi: 10.1177/001316445601600303
51. Miles M, Huberman A. Qualitative Data Analysis. Beverly Hills, CA: Sage
Publications (1984).
52. Guba E, Lincoln Y. Effective Evaluation: Improving the Usefulness of Evaluation
Results Through Responsive and Naturalistic Approaches. San Francisco, CA:
Jossey-Bass Company (1981).
53. DeMaio T, Landreth A. Examining expert reviews as a pretest method. In:
Peter P, Margrit P, Jackon FF Jr, Methoden Z, Zuma A, editors, Questionnaire
Evaluation Standards. Mannheim: ZUMA (2003). p. 60–73.
54. Roets A, Van Hiel A. Item selection and validation of a brief, 15-item
version of the Need for Closure Scale. Pers Individ Diff. (2011) 50:90–4.
doi: 10.1016/j.paid.2010.09.004

Frontiers in Psychiatry | www.frontiersin.org

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was
conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.
Copyright © 2019 Bélanger, Moyano, Muhammad, Richardson, Lafrenière,
McCaffery, Framand and Nociti. This is an open-access article distributed under the
terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution
or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and
the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication in this journal
is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or
reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

12

February 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 42

