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Summary 
 
 I want to thank my colleagues, Glen Corbett and Victor Goldsmith, for all their help and 
support in putting together this conference but no one deserves more credit than the indefatigable 
Charles Jennings.  He has worked tirelessly and we all owe him a debt of gratitude. 
 
 I thought the best way to summarize the discussions in the terrorism track of this 
conference would be to identify the sequence of some of the key themes that emerged in our 
many panels, rather than try and provide you with a detailed summary of the particular papers 
and talks.   
 
 We began the conference with an accounting of the actual experience of the survivors and 
witnesses of the World Trade Center disaster.  We began with the WTC because it seems to me 
conceptually and ethically important to locate any discussion of terrorism in the experience of 
victims.  I therefore told you some of the stories from my own interviewing and tried to make 
sense of the incredible trauma that New Yorkers suffered on 9/11.  Later that first day of the 
conference, there were a number of presentations, especially a very moving one by Charles 
Blaich, which constituted a beginning effort to construct a narrative of the event.  One evidence 
of the extent of the trauma we suffered is that for the most part we lack such a narrative.  We 
know what happened in the Civil War.  We are less clear about 9/11. 
 
 The next major topic we considered in our terrorism track was that of nuclear weapons, 
which define the gold standard of terrorism.  One way to capture the dilemma the world faces 
with nuclear weapons is that after the cold war the weapons are scientifically and technologically 
more available to small groups, which at the same time increasingly aspire to apocalyptic forms 
of destruction.  The scale of the problem is also staggering.  Joseph Cirincione noted that there 
are 1,130 tons of leftover plutonium in the lands of the former Soviet Union.  Jonathan Schell, in 
turn, noted how vital are treaties to secure the weapons but that we must also attend to the 
source, to the supply.  His point was that once the plutonium gets into the bloodstream of the 
world it is almost impossible to control fully where it goes and how it is used.  In this regard, it is 
quite terrifying how low a priority this issue is in the Bush administration. 
 
 We then turned to chemical and biological weapons, which Norm Glover called “poor 
man’s nuclear weapons.”  In the session on these weapons, there was a great deal of discussion 
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of the specific illnesses we might suffer.  It was all quite terrifying to learn about.  In that 
context, Anthony Policastro described some of the ways big cities can protect their subway 
systems.  His discussion of the Washington system is obviously relevant for all of us who spend 
our lives taking subways. 
 
 We also had a wonderful session on hostage taking, which is a good deal more extensive 
and global than most of us realize.  Hostage-taking, of course, only in part falls under the rubric 
of terrorism.  Many, if not most, of those who take hostages are merely criminals without a 
political agenda.  And yet taking hostages remains an important activity for many terrorist 
groups, especially in Southeast Asia and Latin America.  
 
 As we consider these themes, there is much to consider from these discussions about 
future research.  This part of my summary thus looks forward rather than backward while 
drawing on themes that emerged from the panel discussions.  
 
 Perhaps most importantly, the very link this conference establishes between the academic 
world and the arena of the practitioner points to a necessary collaboration in the future.  It is said 
so often that 9/11 changed everything that it is almost a cliche.  But in no area is the necessity for 
change more apparent than in the enlargement of that space where scholars and practitioners 
meet, where new ideas become reality and the experience of the world shapes the questions for 
further research.  The need for such collaboration is very pragmatic.  We must reach out to each 
other. Much depends on it.   
 
 One specific research question that emerged from these discussions is to ask, what is 
terrorism?  How is it different from freedom fighters?  And how does that difference influence 
the way we employ our resources to make our world safer?  It is very important, for example, to 
clarify the role of various states as supporters of terrorism but also to keep in mind that states 
themselves often annihilate civilians for political purposes (the most common definition of 
terrorism).  The United States, after all, dropped two nuclear bombs on unsuspecting cities filled 
entirely with citizens and killed about 160,000 people in two fractions of a second. 
 
 I also want to underline the question raised by Victor Sidel.  What are we willing to do as 
a society to make ourselves safer?  The most important question for us to ask as a society, for 
example, is not how to make ourselves safe from the threat of anthrax or most other biological 
agents.  The real question is how far we are willing to go to sacrifice our freedoms to protect 
against plagues of all kinds.  That is the philosophical question we must constantly raise and 
consider as we implement the many new programs in the area of homeland security. 
 
 Finally, in our work against violence and terrorism it is vital to keep alive our 
commitment to nonviolence.  That is a simple but profound point.  It can be clarifying.  In a dark 
time the eye begins to see. 
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