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Abstract: Decolonisation of knowledge over the past few years has gained much traction among
scholars and students in many countries. This situation has led to calls for the decolonisation of
knowledge, academia, the university, and university curricula. That said, the knowledge production
side of the terrorism industry, which sits inside academia, so far has escaped calls to decolonise.
This situation is somewhat surprising because the terrorism industry has had a tremendous impact
on many countries, especially Muslim majority ones. The 9/11 terrorist attacks have resulted in a
tremendous amount of knowledge being produced and published on terrorism and counterterrorism.
However, little is known about “who is publishing on terrorism and where they are based”. To this
end, this paper adopts a decolonial approach and addresses the questions of “who is publishing on
terrorism and where they are based” by analysing seven terrorism journals. It argues that most of the
publications and knowledge on terrorism in the seven terrorism journals are produced by scholars
with Western heritage and are based at Western institutions, which is connected to the coloniality of
knowledge.

Keywords: decolonisation; coloniality; West; non-West; terrorism; androcentrism; journals;
knowledge

1. Introduction

The emergence of the terrorism industry (Western countries and their agencies (intelli-
gence agencies), non-Western countries allied to Western countries, think tanks, lobbying
organisations, research centres, security firms, social science and humanities scholars,
media firms, private military firms, tech companies and NGOs, all which are located in
Western countries and their non-Western allies.) can be traced back to the 1970s to several
Western countries, such as the US and the UK [1,2]. The industry has been dominated
by scholars with Western heritage, as well as journals, think tanks, and research centres
based in Western countries from the outset. However, the terrorist attacks in Western
countries, from 9/11 onwards have entirely changed the industry. Western governments
have invested billions of pounds, euros, and dollars into the industry, to prevent terrorism
at home and abroad through mass surveillance and military invasions. The investment has
resulted in the rapid growth of the knowledge production side of the industry, which has
led to an increase in the number of scholars specialising on terrorism, as well as terrorism
journals, research centres and websites [3–6]. The research on terrorism since 9/11, as
well as journal publications, books, PhDs, MA courses on terrorism and counterterrorism
training programs (Used at home use and exported to non-Western countries.) have rapidly
increased [7–11].

Given the close connection between the terrorism industry and governments, the
knowledge on terrorism from the outset has been event and policy-driven [6,12,13]. This
situation has led to the knowledge produced and published on terrorism by scholars to
reflect the interests of Western governments [1,2,12]. The policy-driven culture that exists in
the industry has also led to the silencing and omission of critical voices [12]. However, not
everyone that is part of the industry is happy with how it operates. Some terrorism scholars
have been highly critical of other terrorism scholars, calling them pseudoacademics and
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outright fraudsters. On the other hand, Kundani [13] and Jackson [14] have criticised
the deep-seated orientalism that lies in many aspects of the industry, which silences and
excludes non-Western voices.

However, most research on terrorism only focuses on methodological issues, con-
ceptual problems, the causes of terrorism, and counterterrorism strategies [7]. In recent
years scholars like Sageman [10] have argued that terrorism research has stagnated despite
government investment. In contrast, others have challenged this conclusion and stated
that progress had happened [15–17]. However, little research exists on “who is publishing
on terrorism and where they are based”. These questions are important to address because
they concern the broader question on the coloniality of knowledge, which the industry
has avoided. The coloniality of knowledge is the continued domination of scholars with
Western heritage and Western knowledge over non-Western scholars and non-Western
knowledge, which decolonial scholars have argued started with colonialism [18,19]. In the
case of academia, the coloniality of knowledge has become a pressing issue in recent years
in some countries, with students asking questions such as “why is my curriculum white
and why isn’t my professor black” and demanding that their universities address their
concerns [20,21].

Given the type of questions that scholars and students interested in the decoloniality
of knowledge are asking, the terrorism industry and terrorism scholars and the knowledge
they produce and publish can no longer escape decolonial interrogation and decolonisation.
There are two main reasons why the industry cannot escape calls for decolonisation.
Firstly, the scholars and the knowledge they produce and publish in journals is a product
of the coloniality of knowledge. Secondly, the decoloniality of knowledge movement
is fundamentally concerned with asking and addressing questions on “who produces
knowledge and where the knowledge is produced”. These questions also need to be asked
about the knowledge production side of the terrorism industry because they lead to further
questions about privileging and marginalising of scholars with non-Western heritage and
Islamophobia in the industry.

The decolonisation of knowledge also means decolonising the scholar, their discipline,
and institutions where they are based because all are a product of coloniality. Some scholars
with Western heritage may altogether reject and actively resist calls for the decolonisation
of knowledge. This opinion is not surprising because Western universities have not ade-
quately addressed racism, orientalism, and white privilege [22,23]. Others may argue that
they have been denouncing Western-centrism for a long time, which is imagined as decolo-
nial work [24,25]. However, denouncing Western-centrism and refusing to benefit from
and practically engaging in decolonial work are two different things. Denouncing, without
rejecting the benefits of coloniality and not practically engaging in decolonial work, runs
the risk of decolonisation just being a metaphor [26]. Such thinking raises several important
issues for decolonial scholars and students with Western heritage. In the case of this paper,
three issues are relevant. Firstly, what Tuck and Yang [26] call “moves to innocence”. In
academia, Western scholars and students with a Western heritage that engage in decolonial
work have to remain vigilant of “moves to innocence”, as described by Tuck and Yang [26].
Not being vigilant may lead them to use the “decolonial turn” as the new vogue subject for
professional development and therapy to overcome guilt at the expense of decolonial work.
The second issue concerns the reproduction of Western-centrism through parochialism and
cronyism by excluding non-Western scholars. This situation often occurs by not referring
to the work of non-Western scholars during workshops and conferences, not citing them in
their work or university curricula, which Lewis [27] has called epistemic insecurity. Finally,
scholars with Western heritage need to recognise that they are privileged by coloniality
and may even sustain it without realising [28].

By not decolonising, it means the continuity of coloniality and marginalisation and
silencing of scholars with non-Western heritage. At this intersection, this paper makes
a small intervention to encourage scholars that are concerned about the coloniality of
knowledge to use the decolonial approach to critically reflect on the different parts of
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the terrorism industry. This paper addresses the questions on “who is publishing on
terrorism and where they are based” by analysing seven terrorism journals and identifying
the scholars’ heritage and gender and where their institutions are located. The paper
argues that scholars with Western heritage and based at Western institutions dominate the
publications in the seven journals and by extension knowledge production on terrorism.
This situation indicates the coloniality of knowledge in the journals because the editors and
reviewers are, for the most part, scholars, as such they are part of academia, and academia
suffers from coloniality [21]. The paper first discusses why scholars and students call for
the decolonisation of knowledge, which will preface the need to decolonise the knowledge
production side of the terrorism industry. Secondly, the paper surveys the literature that
discusses academic publications on terrorism and argues that terrorism scholars have not
addressed the questions of “who is publishing on terrorism and where they are based”.
Thirdly, the paper details the methodological approach used to analyse the seven terrorism
journals. The final part details the findings.

1.1. Decolonisation of Knowledge

This section of the paper will briefly discuss the decolonisation of knowledge in
relation to academia, the university, the university curricula, and academic publishing.
Over the last few decades, many scholars and students that have Western heritage have
increasingly become aware and concerned about coloniality. However, some scholars
and students with Western heritage may consider the decolonisation of knowledge as
a new “vogue” field of study, but it emerged in non-Western countries several decades
ago [29–31].

However, there is a recognition that coloniality is part of everyday life irrespective
of whether one lives in Western or non-Western countries [18]. Coloniality refers to
the continuation of colonial forms of domination and marginalisation of people with
non-Western heritage in all areas of life [18,26,32,33]. Coloniality exists in economics,
politics, culture, media, technology, academia and relevant for this paper, in the terrorism
industry. In the case of academia, the coloniality of knowledge is very much a part of
academic life, which also means that it is also present in the knowledge production side
of the terrorism industry in the form of orientalism [13,15,34,35]. The reason for this is
because the knowledge production side of the terrorism industry sits inside academia. It is
composed of scholars who are products of the university and hold university positions and
in some cases act as advisors to policymakers. Coloniality in academia is present in scholars’
marginalisation with non-Western heritage and exclusion from academic spaces [23]. Many
scholars have discussed such experiences in recent years [23,36–41]. Such experiences,
along with the existence of hierarchies in academia, continue to be shaped by coloniality,
which has led scholars and students to call for the decolonisation of knowledge, especially
since 2015 when South African students started a campaign called Rhodes Must Fall.

Scholars such as Alatas [42] and Alatas [43] have argued that intellectual imperialism
and knowledge dependency among non-Western scholars are consequences of coloniality.
Criminologists such as Agozino [44] Cunneen and Tauri [45] Liu et al. and Carrington
et al. [46] have called for the decolonisation of criminology as a way to address the colonial-
ity that plagues criminology. In doing so, they have highlighted the role that criminology
played during colonialism. As a response, Agozino [47] has proposed counter criminol-
ogy, Bowling [48] has suggested trans-national criminology, Carrington et al. [49] have
advocated southern criminology, and Liu et al. [46] have put forward Asian criminology.
Connell [50] has proposed southern theory to address coloniality in sociology, which is also
the theoretical foundation of southern criminology. However, criminology’s “decolonial
turn” is not without criticism for reproducing coloniality [51]. Nye [52] has called for the
decolonisation of religious studies and has recognised the relationship between religious
studies and colonialism. Grosfoguel et al. [53], building on his earlier work on the ‘structure
of knowledge in Westernized universities’, has called on Western universities’ to decolonise.
Similarly, Bhambra et al. [21] have employed decolonial approach’ and called for the de-
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colonisation of the university. In recent years calls to decolonise knowledge have become
entangled with the Black Lives Matter Movement, which has given the decolonisation of
knowledge movement broader traction in the public and media.

Those who advocate the decolonisation of knowledge ask a range of questions and
have specific demands for their universities. These questions include (a) why is the
university curricula dominated by Western scholars, especially from English speaking
countries, and (b) why is non-Western scholarship not afforded the same value as Western
scholarship. Although both questions are essential, the more relevant for this paper is the
second one. Such dominance means little or no room for non-Western scholars’ work on
university curricula [54]. That said, addressing such dominance will not be easy because
it challenges “whiteness” in academia and raises uncomfortable questions about racism
for the whole of academia, which includes academic publishing [23,55]. This question is
important because the university curricula are composed of academic publications, and if
the work of scholars with non-Western heritage is not published, then it is unlikely that it
will make it on to the university curricula [56]. This situation means that terrorism studies
students will not get the opportunity to engage with the ideas of terrorism scholars from
countries like Malaysia and Indonesia. If the coloniality of knowledge is not addressed,
it will only reinforce coloniality in all sectors in academia, ranging from the classroom,
recruitment, and knowledge production to academic journals.

Some scholars may argue that non-Western scholars cannot get their work published
in journals located in Western countries because they cannot produce high-quality work.
However, research suggests other reasons for this, such as “gender, racial and linguistic
bias” in academic publishing among editors and reviewers. Collyer [57] has identified
introversion among editors of Western journals in the form of parochialism and cronyism
that disadvantages scholars from non-Western countries. Braine [58] also mentions that
as the major journals are in Western countries, the editors and reviewers of these journals
generally tend to focus on their national audiences and may not be interested in non-
Western scholars’ work. Galliers and Meadows [59] have argued that parochialism exists
in North American information system journals, in that they tend to only publish articles
from North American scholars. Ozbilgin [60] analysed the top 22 international human
resource management journals for parochialism and reported that scholars with Western
heritage dominate these journals’ publications and editorial boards. Finally, by using a US
school as a case study, Noonan and Bristol [61] have argued that parochialism also exists in
the recruitment of academic staff.

Other research has identified gender and racial bias in academic publishing, despite
the double-blind peer-review process. In the case of gender bias, Lundine et al. [62] have
argued that gender bias exists within academic publishing, even though editors claim
to be “gender blind or gender-neutral”. In doing so, they fail to recognise the broader
structures that produce gender inequalities within academia and society in general [63].
There is also research that suggests the presence of racial bias in academic publishing.
Anderson [64] has argued that prestigious journals, which are often located in Western
countries and have white editorial boards, rarely publish black scholars’ work, especially
if it challenges the “white” view of race issues. Dowson et al. [65] have also highlighted
racism in academic publishing and have argued for an “antiracist framework for scholarly
publishing”. Like gender, the presence of racial bias is a reflection of racism in academia
and broader society. Another type of bias that the scholars have highlighted is “linguistic
bias”, which is experienced by scholars who publish in their second or even third language,
which in many cases is English because of the dominance of English language journals.
Scholars who have non-Western heritage and based in non-Western countries want to
publish in Western journals, especially English language journals, for four reasons. Firstly,
Western journals are considered prestigious, meaning that scholars will gain recognition
and promotion by publishing in them. Secondly, the global university ranking system
depends on publishing in prestigious journals located in Western countries. Thirdly, there
is the assumption that publishing in Western journals will lead to more citations, which
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means more recognition and finally, big publishing houses are located in Western countries,
mostly English-speaking ones [57,66].

Academic publications’ bias is also connected to the university library’s coloniality
because what is on the bookshelves and digital databases reflects what is published and
purchased. If non-Western scholars’ work is not published in academic journals, it is not
likely to appear on university library shelves or databases, which means that it will not
reach university curricula. The call to decolonise the university by extension also means
decolonising the university library because they are repositories of knowledge that scholars
use to produce articles and books and students use to write their essays and dissertations.
By not decolonising the library would mean maintaining the coloniality of knowledge [67].

1.2. Survey of Terrorism Publications

This section of the paper will briefly survey terrorism research that has discussed
terrorism publications to identify whether scholars have discussed the question of “who is
publishing on terrorism and where they are based”.

Schmid and Jongman [6] in their book titled “Political Terrorism: A New Guide to
Actors, Authors, Concepts, Data Bases, Theories, and Literature” provide a list of the most cited
terrorism scholars, as well as a reading list for newcomers to the industry. However, there
is no discussion about the heritage or gender of the scholars they mention or where they
are based. The list of most cited scholars consists of 34 scholars. A quick google search
revealed that all of them have Western heritage and are mostly male and based in Western
institutions. The reading list contains 155 publications, and a quick google search revealed
that the list is dominated by scholars with Western heritage and are mostly male and
based in Western institutions. In a book titled “Research in Terrorism, Trends, Achievements &
Failures”, published in 2004, Gordon [7] discusses the growth of knowledge in the terrorism
industry and looks at the relationship between publications and terrorist attacks, but there
is no mention the heritage or gender or where the scholars are based. In another book
edited by Chen et al. [68] and titled “Terrorism Informatics: Knowledge Management and
Data Mining for Homeland Security”, Sam Raphael identifies 31 leading terrorism scholars
but does not mention their heritage or gender and where they are based. In recent years,
Silke and Schmidt-Petersen [69] identified the top 100 most cited terrorism articles, but
like the previous publications, there is no mention of the scholars’ heritage or gender or
where they are based. Schuurman [70] reviewed the data on methods and authorship
of terrorism articles published between 2007 and 2016 and argued that most articles are
single-authored, but there is no mention about the scholars’ heritage and gender or where
they are based. Scrivens [71] conducted a study on terrorism and counterterrorism related
to MAs and PhDs completed between 2013 and 2017, but he does not mention gender or
heritage or where the students are based.

From this short survey, it is clear that the scholars do not discuss who is publishing on
terrorism and where they are based. Some scholars may ask why it is essential to identify
the scholars’ heritage and gender and where they are based, which is a legitimate question,
given that the terrorism industry presents itself as being concerned with fighting terrorism.
This question’s response is straightforward because it is connected to the coloniality of
knowledge and the privileging of scholars with Western heritage and based in institutions
in Western countries and the marginalisation of non-Western scholars within the terrorism
industry. However, not asking and addressing “who is publishing on terrorism and where
they are based” questions will only reinforce the coloniality of knowledge and justify the
coloniality of being.

2. Materials and Methods

This part of the paper will discuss the methodological approach taken to research for
this paper. The paper analysed seven terrorism journals (Critical Studies on Terrorism;
Behavioral Sciences of Terrorism and Political Aggression; Studies in Conflict and Terror-
ism; Terrorism and Political Violence; Security Studies; Media, War and Conflict; Journal
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of Policing, Intelligence and Counter-Terrorism). The criteria for choosing the journals
mentioned above are their popularity and publishing articles in the English language.
To answer the questions on “who is publishing on terrorism and where they are based”,
each edition of the seven journals between 2015 and 2019 was analysed. In doing so, the
scholars’ heritage, gender, where they are based, and how many articles they published in
the journal are identified.

Although the articles provided the scholars’ names and the institution where they are
based, this information was insufficient to determine their heritage, gender, or up-to-date
information on where they were based. Therefore, a quick Google search was conducted to
find the institutional profiles of scholars. The profile pages provided information about
the scholars’ heritage and gender and where their institution was based. A simple “three
category heritage criteria” was developed to place the scholars (Western, Centre Non-
Western and non-Western). For example, Western heritage refers to where the scholars
were born and where their families came from (Europe, Australasia, North America). While
Centre Non-Western refers to scholars who were born in or have families who come from
countries that are not geographically located in the West but are as wealthy and developed
as their Western counterparts, such as Singapore. Finally, non-Western heritage refers to
scholars born in or who have families who come from countries that are neither wealthy
nor developed as their centre non-Western counterparts, but they geographically share the
same region as the previous category, such as Indonesia. After analysing the journals, the
data was added to seven separate Excel tables.

Limitations

There are two significant limitations to the analysis. The first limitation is that only
seven journals were analysed and including more journals would have led to making
some important inferences. The second limitation is that only journals which publish in
the English language were analysed. It would have been better to include other journals
published in other languages such as Arabic, Malaya, and Bahasa.

3. Results
3.1. Research Findings

In this section of the paper, the findings from all seven journals are presented. The first
part presents the findings from each journal and shows who is publishing in the journal
with respect to heritage, gender, and institution. The second part combines the findings
from each journal and summarises the findings in terms of publications by heritage, gender,
and institution.

3.2. Critical Studies on Terrorism

The first journal that was analysed is called Critical Studies on Terrorism (see
Appendix A). The journal had 194 articles published in it between 2015 and 2019. From
the 194 articles, 104 or 54% of the articles are authored by male scholars and 90 or 46%
by female scholars. In total, 157 or 81% of the 194 articles published in the journal are
authored by scholars with Western heritage. From the 194 articles, 81 or 42% of the articles
published are authored by male scholars and 76 or 39% by female scholars with Western
heritage. All of them are based at institutions in Western countries. In contrast, scholars
with non-Western heritage account for only 32 or 16% of the articles published from a total
of 194 articles published. With 22 or 11% of the articles authored by male scholars and 10 or
5% by female scholars. From the 32 or 16% articles published 30 or 15% of the articles are
authored by scholars based at institutions in Western countries, which means that 20 or 10%
of the articles published are authored by male scholars and 10 or 5% by female scholars.
Scholars with non-Western heritage and based at non-Western institutions account for only
2 or 1% of the articles published, with all of the scholars being male. However, scholars
with centre non-Western heritage authored only 5 or 3% out of 194 articles published. With



Societies 2021, 11, 6 7 of 18

1 or 1% of the articles being authored by male scholars and 4 or 2% by female scholars. All
of the scholars are based at institutions in centre non-Western countries.

The disparity between the articles authored by scholars with Western and non-Western
heritage, including scholars with centre non-Western heritage is evident in the journal.
From a total of 194 articles published, 157 or 81% of the articles are authored by scholars
with Western heritage. Scholars with non-Western heritage, including those with centre
non-Western heritage, only account for 37 or 19% of the articles published. Scholars
with Western heritage have authored 120 or 62% more articles than scholars that do not
have a Western heritage. Female scholars with Western heritage account for 76 or 39% of
the 194 articles published. In contrast, female scholars with non-Western and centre non-
Western heritage account for only 12 or 6% out of the 194 articles published. Female scholars
with Western heritage have authored 64 or 33% more articles than their non-Western and
centre non-Western counterparts. From a total of 194 articles published, 189 or 97% of
the articles are authored by scholars that are based at institutions in Western countries
(scholars with Western heritage and non-Western heritage). In contrast, scholars based
at institutions in non-Western and centre non-Western countries have only authored 7 or
3% of the total articles published. Scholars who work at institutions in Western countries
have authored 189 or 97% more articles than their counterparts based at institutions in
non-Western and centre non-Western countries.

3.3. Journal of Policing, Intelligence, and Counterterrorism

The second journal analysed is the Journal of Policing, Intelligence and Counter-
Terrorism (see Appendix A). Between 2015 and 2019, the journal published 143 articles.
From the 143 articles published, 109 or 76% of the articles are authored by male scholars
and 34 or 24% by female scholars. In total, 119 or 83% of the 143 articles published are
authored by scholars with Western heritage. From the 143 articles published, 90 or 63% of
the articles are authored by male scholars and 29 or 22% by female scholars with Western
heritage. All the scholars are based at institutions in Western countries. In contrast, scholars
who have non-Western heritage only authored 19 or 13% of the total 143 articles published,
with 15 or 10% of articles being authored by male scholars and 4 or 3% by female scholars.
From the 19 or 13% of the articles published, 10 or 7% of the articles are authored by
male scholars and 3 or 2% by female scholars that are based at institutions in Western
countries. In total, 13 or 9% of the articles published are authored by scholars with non-
Western heritage but are based at institutions in Western countries. From the 19 or 13% of
the articles published, 5 or 3% of the articles are published and authored by male scholars
and 1 or 1% by female scholars with non-Western heritage and all are based at institutions
in non-Western countries. In total, 6 or 4% of the articles published are authored by scholars
that are based at institutions in non-Western countries. From the 143 articles, only 5 or 4%
are authored by scholars with centre non-Western heritage, with 5 or 3% being authored
by male scholars and 1 or 1% by female scholars. This situation means that 5 or 4% of
the articles published are authored by scholars based at institutions in centre non-Western
countries.

The disparity between the articles authored by scholars with Western and non-Western
heritage, including scholars with a centre non-Western heritage in this journal is apparent.
From a total of 143 articles published, 119 or 83% of the articles are authored by scholars
with Western heritage. Scholars who have non-Western and centre non-Western heritage
only account for 24 or 16% of the articles published. Scholars with Western heritage
have authored 95 or 66% more articles than scholars that do not have a Western heritage.
Female scholars with Western heritage account for 29 or 20% of the 143 articles published.
In contrast, female scholars with non-Western and centre-non-Western heritage account
for only 5 or 3% of the 143 articles published. However, female scholars with Western
heritage authored 24 or 17% more articles than their non-Western and centre non-Western
counterparts. From the total of 143 articles published 132 or 92% of the articles are authored
by scholars based at institutions in Western countries (scholars with Western and non-
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Western heritage). In contrast, scholars based at institutions in non-Western countries,
including centre non-Western countries account for only 11 or 8% of the articles published.

3.4. Behavioural Sciences of Terrorism and Political Aggression

The third journal that was analysed is called “Behavioural Sciences of Terrorism and
Political Aggression” (see Appendix A). This journal published 140 articles between 2015
and 2019, with 93 or 66% of the articles being authored by male scholars and 48 or 34% by
female scholars. In total, 120 or 86% of the articles published are authored by scholars with
Western heritage. From the 140 articles published, 78 or 56% of the articles are authored by
male scholars and 42 or 30% by female scholars with Western heritage. All the scholars are
based at institutions in Western countries. In contrast, scholars with non-Western heritage
account for only 19 or 13% of the total 140 articles published, with 14 or 10% of the articles
being authored by male scholars and 5 or 4% by female scholars. Among the 19 articles,
13 or 9% of the articles are authored by scholars based at institutions in Western countries,
with 11 or 8% of the articles being authored by male scholars and 2 or 1% by female scholars.
Scholars with non-Western heritage and based at institutions in non-Western countries
authored 6 or 4% of the articles published, with 3 or 2% of the articles being authored by
male scholars and 3 or 2% by female scholars. Scholars with centre non-Western heritage
have only authored 1 or 1% of the articles, and all are based at institutions in a centre
non-Western country.

The disparity between the articles authored by scholars with Western and non-Western
heritage, including scholars with a centre non-Western heritage in this journal is apparent.
From a total of 140 articles published, 120 or 86% of the articles are authored by scholars
with Western heritage. While articles authored by scholars with non-Western and centre
non-Western heritage only amount to 20 or 14% of the articles published. Scholars with
Western heritage have authored 66 or 72% more articles than scholars that do not have
a Western heritage. Female scholars with Western heritage account for 42 or 30% of the
140 articles published. In contrast, female scholars with non-Western and centre-non-
Western heritage account for 3 or 2% of the 143 articles published. Female scholars with
Western heritage have authored 39 or 28% more articles than their non-Western and centre
non-Western counterparts. From a total of 140 articles published, 133 or 95% of the articles
are authored by scholars (scholars with Western and non-Western heritage) based at
institutions in Western countries. In contrast, scholars based at institutions in non-Western
countries authored 7 or 5% of the articles published. Scholars based at institutions in
Western countries have authored 133 or 90% more articles than their counterparts based at
institutions in non-Western and centre non-Western countries.

3.5. Terrorism and Political Violence

The fourth journal that was analysed is called “Terrorism and Political Violence” (see
Appendix A). This journal published 387 articles between 2015 and 2019. From the 387 ar-
ticles, 294 or 76% of the articles are authored by male scholars and 96 or 24% by female
scholars. In total, 326 or 84% of the articles are authored by scholars with Western heritage,
with 238 or 61% of the articles being authored by male scholars and 88 or 23% by female
scholars with Western heritage. From the 326 or 84% of the articles published, 320 or 83% of
the articles are authored by scholars based at institutions in Western countries, with 234 or
60% being authored by male scholars and 86 or 22% by female scholars. In contrast, 5 or 1%
of the articles are authored by scholars with Western heritage but are based at institutions
in non-Western countries, with 3 or 1% of the articles being authored by male scholars and
2 or 1% by female scholars. The scholars with non-Western heritage account for 39 or 10%
of the total articles published, with 36 or 9% of the articles being authored by male scholars
and 3 or 1% by female scholars. From the 39 or 10% of the articles published, 20 or 5% of
the articles are authored by scholars based at institutions in Western countries, with 17 or
4% of the articles being authored by male scholars and 3 or 1% by female scholars. Scholars
with non-Western heritage and based at institutions in non-Western countries account for
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only 19 or 5% of the articles published, with all of the scholars being male. Scholars with
centre non-Western heritage authored 22 or 6% from the 387 articles published, with 20 or
5% being authored by male scholars and 2 or 1% by female scholars. All of the scholars are
based at institutions in centre non-Western countries.

The disparity between the articles authored by scholars with Western and non-Western
heritage, including scholars with a centre non-Western heritage in this journal is apparent.
From a total of 387 articles published, 326 or 84% of the articles are authored by scholars
with Western heritage. While articles authored by scholars with non-Western and centre
non-Western heritage only amount to 61 or 16% of the articles published. Scholars with
Western heritage have authored 265 or 68% more articles than scholars that do not have
a Western heritage. Female scholars with Western heritage account for 88 or 23% of the
387 articles published. In contrast, female scholars with non-Western and centre-non-
Western heritage account for 3 or 1% of the 387 articles published. Female scholars with
Western heritage have authored 83 or 22% more articles than their non-Western and centre
non-Western counterparts. From a total of 387 articles published, 340 or 88% of the articles
are authored by scholars based at Western countries’ institutions (scholars with Western
heritage and non-Western heritage). In contrast, scholars based at institutions in non-
Western countries have authored 47 or 12% of the articles published. Scholars based
at institutions in Western countries have authored 293 or 76% more articles than their
counterparts based at institutions in non-Western and centre non-Western countries.

3.6. Security Studies

The fifth journal that was analysed is called “Security studies” (see Appendix A). The
journal published 188 articles between 2015 and 2019. From the 188 articles published,
139 or 74% of the articles are authored by male scholars and 49 or 26% by female scholars.
In total 162 or 86% of the articles are authored by scholars with Western heritage, with
118 or 63% of the articles being authored by male scholars and 44 or 23% by female scholars.
All of the scholars are based at institutions in Western countries. Scholars with non-Western
heritage account for only 20 or 11% from the total of 188 articles published, with 15 or 8% of
the articles being authored by male scholars and 5 or 3% by female scholars. Among these
scholars, 15 or 8% of the articles are authored by scholars based at institutions in Western
countries, with 10 or 5% of the articles authored by male scholars and 5 or 3% by female
scholars. Scholars with non-Western heritage and based at institutions in non-Western
countries only account for 5 or 3% of the articles published, with all of the scholars being
male. Out of the 188 articles published, 6 or 3% of the articles are authored by scholars
with centre non-Western heritage, and all are male and based at institutions in centre
non-Western countries.

The disparity between the articles authored by scholars with Western and non-Western
heritage, including scholars with a centre non-Western heritage in this journal is evident.
From a total of 188 articles published, 162 or 86% of that articles are authored by scholars
with Western heritage. While articles authored by scholars with non-Western heritage,
including those with centre non-Western heritage only amount to 26 or 14% of the articles
published. Female scholars with Western heritage account for 44 or 23% of the 188 articles
published. In contrast, female scholars with non-Western and centre-non-Western heritage
account for 3 or 1% of the 188 articles published. Female scholars with Western heritage
have authored 41 or 22% more articles than their non-Western and centre non-Western
counterparts. Scholars with Western heritage have authored 136 or 60% more articles
than scholars that do not have a Western heritage. From 188 articles published, 177 or
94% of the articles are authored by scholars based at institutions in Western countries
(scholars with Western heritage and non-Western heritage). While scholars that are based
at institutions in non-Western and centre non-Western countries have authored 11 or 6% of
the articles published. Scholars based at institutions in Western countries have authored
166 or 88% more articles than their counterparts based at institutions in non-Western
countries.
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3.7. Studies in Conflict and Terrorism

The sixth journal that was analysed is called “Studies in Conflict & Terrorism” (see
Appendix A). This journal published 423 articles between 2015 and 2019, with 280 or 66%
of the articles being authored by male scholars and 143 or 34% by female scholars. In total
347 or 82% of the articles are authored by scholars with Western heritage, with 256 or 53%
of the articles being authored by male scholars and 121 or 27% by female scholars. From
these scholars, 345 or 82% of the articles are authored by scholars based at institutions
in Western countries, with 225 or 53% of the articles being authored by male scholars
and 120 or 27% by female scholars. Only 2 or 1% of the articles are authored by scholars
with Western heritage and are based at institutions in non-Western countries, with 1 or
1% (one article each) being authored by male and female scholars. However, scholars
with non-Western heritage account for 40 or 9% of the 423 articles published, with 33 or
8% of the articles being authored by male scholars and 7 or 2% by female scholars. From
these scholars, 24 or 6% of the articles are authored by scholars based at institutions in
Western countries, with 17 or 4% of the articles authored by male scholars and 7 or 2%
by female scholars. Scholars with non-Western heritage and based at institutions in non-
Western countries account for 16 or 4% of the articles published, with all of them being male
scholars. Whereas articles published by scholars with centre non-Western heritage amount
to 36 or 9% from 423 articles published, with 21 or 5% of the articles being authored by
male scholars and 15 or 4% by female scholars. All of the scholars are based at institutions
in centre non-Western countries.

The disparity between the articles authored by scholars with Western and non-Western
heritage, including scholars with a centre non-Western heritage in this journal is apparent.
From the 423 articles, 347 or 82% of the articles are authored by scholars with Western
heritage. While articles authored by scholars with non-Western heritage, including those
with centre non-Western heritage only amount to 76 or 18% of the articles published.
Scholars with Western heritage have authored 271 or 64% more articles than scholars
that do not have a Western heritage. Female scholars with Western heritage account for
121 or 27% of the 423 articles published. In contrast, female scholars with non-Western
and centre non-Western heritage account for 22 or 5% of the 423 articles published. Female
scholars with Western heritage have authored 99 or 22% more articles than their non-
Western and centre non-Western counterparts. From a total of 423 articles published,
385 or 91% of the articles are authored by scholars based at Western countries’ institutions
(Western heritage and non-Western heritage). In contrast, scholars based at institutions
in non-Western and centre non-Western countries have authored 62 or 14% of the articles
published. Scholars based at institutions in Western countries have authored 323 or 77%
more articles than their counterparts based at institutions in non-Western and centre
non-Western countries.

3.8. Media, War, and Conflicts

The last journal that was analysed is called “Media, War & Conflicts” (see Appendix A).
The journal published 228 articles between 2015 and 2019, with 137 or 60% of the articles
being authored by male scholars and 91 or 40% by female scholars. In total, 186 or 81% of
the articles are authored by scholars with Western heritage. From these articles, 110 or 48%
are authored by male scholars and 76 or 33% by female scholars. All of the scholars are
based at institutions in Western countries. Scholars with non-Western heritage account
for 12 or 5% of the articles, with 8 or 3% of the articles being authored by male scholars
and 4 or 2% by female scholars. From these articles, 7 or 3% of the articles are authored by
scholars based at institutions in Western countries, with 3 or 1% of the articles authored
by male scholars and 4 or 2% by female scholars. Scholars with non-Western heritage and
based at institutions in non-Western countries account for 5 or 2% of the articles published,
and female scholars published zero articles. Scholars with centre non-Western heritage
account for 30 or 13% of the articles published, with 19 or 8% of the articles being authored
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by male scholars and 11 or 5% by female scholars. All the scholars are based at institutions
in centre non-Western countries.

The disparity between the articles authored by scholars with Western and non-Western
heritage, including scholars with centre non-Western heritage in this journal is apparent.
From the 228 articles published, 186 or 82% of the articles are authored by scholars with
Western heritage. At the same time, articles authored by scholars with non-Western heritage,
including those with centre non-Western heritage only amount 32 or 18% of the articles.
Scholars with Western heritage have authored 154 or 64% more articles than scholars
that do not have a Western heritage. Female scholars with Western heritage account for
76 or 33% of the 228 articles published. In contrast, female scholars with non-Western and
centre-non-Western heritage account for 15 or 6% of the 228 articles published. Female
scholars with Western heritage have authored 61 or 27% more articles than their non-
Western and centre non-Western counterparts. From a total of 228 articles published, 193 or
85% of the articles are authored by scholars based at institutions in Western countries
(scholars with Western heritage and non-Western heritage). While scholars that are based
at institutions in non-Western and centre non-Western countries have authored 35 or 15%
of the articles published. Scholars based at institutions in Western countries have authored
158 or 70% more articles than their counterparts based at institutions in non-Western and
centre non-Western countries.

4. Discussion
4.1. Distribution across the Seven Journals by Heritage

From the seven journals, 1704 articles were published between 2015 and 2019, with
1417 or 83% of the articles being authored by scholars with Western heritage. In compari-
son articles authored by scholars with non-Western and centre non-Western heritage only
amount to 287 or 17% of the articles published. These results show that scholars with
Western heritage have authored 1130 or 65% more articles than their counterparts with
non-Western and centre non-Western heritage. This situation means that scholars with
Western heritage dominate the publishing and by extension knowledge production on
terrorism in the seven journals. This also means the scholars with Western heritage have
the power to dictate the theoretical and methodological direction of terrorism knowledge
and if they are government advisers or media pundits, they able to influence policy and the
public, which could be detrimental for people with non-Western heritage and non-Western
countries.

4.2. Distribution across the Seven Journals by Gender

From the seven journals analysed, 1704 articles were published between 2015 and
2019, with 1157 or 68% of the articles authored by male scholars and 547 or 32% by female
scholars. Moreover, male scholars have authored 1157 or 68% more articles than their
female counterparts. Therefore, male scholars dominate the publishing and by extension,
knowledge production on terrorism in the seven journals, which suggests androcentrism.

4.3. Distribution across Seven Journals by the Institution

Articles authored by scholars based at institutions in Western countries (scholars
Western heritage and non-Western heritage) amount to 1590 or 90% of the 1704 articles
published. In contrast, articles authored by scholars based at institutions in non-Western
and centre non-Western countries amount to 175 or 10% of the 1704 articles published.
This situation means that scholars based at institutions in Western countries have authored
1415 or 80% more articles than their counterparts based at institutions in non-Western and
centre non-Western countries. It also means that institutions based in Western countries
dominate the publishing and by extension, knowledge production on terrorism in the
seven journals. This situation affords Western institutions a lot of power to dictate the
theoretical and methodological direction of terrorism knowledge and could be detrimental
for people with non-Western heritage and non-Western countries.
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5. Conclusions

Terrorism has caused more death and destruction in non-Western countries, especially
Muslim majority countries, than Western countries. With this being the case, one would
expect that the authorship of journal articles and by extension, knowledge production on
terrorism would reflect the impact of terrorism. However, the analysis of the seven jour-
nals revealed a different picture. The analysis revealed that publications and knowledge
production on terrorism are dominated by scholars with Western heritage and institu-
tions based in Western countries. In fact, scholars with Western heritage have published
1417 or 83% more articles than their non-Western and centre non-Western counterparts.
The institutional analysis showed that scholars (scholars with Western and non-Western
heritage) based at institutions in Western countries had published 1590 or 90% more arti-
cles than their counterparts based at institutions in non-Western and centre non-Western
counterparts. Statistically, these findings demonstrate that the West dominates knowledge
production on terrorism, but sociopolitically, they signify many other issues.

These findings signify that scholars with Western heritage control the discourse on
terrorism, including deciding on “who is and who is not a terrorist” and “what actions
constitute as terrorism and what actions do not”. Such control affords scholars with West-
ern heritage and Western institutions a lot power to determine the direction of terrorism
research and terrorism research methodologies. They also have the power to influence the
policies of governments and international institutions, the media, the public imaginations
on terrorism, and interethnic and inter-religious relations [25]. Such power can encour-
age Islamophobia among policymakers and the public in Muslim majority and minority
countries, as we have seen in countries like the US, UK, and France.

The dominance of scholars with Western heritage and institutions based in Western
countries in the seven journals could be due to the presence of coloniality because of
the colonial legacy of knowledge production and the university, as argued by decolonial
scholars [72,73]. Academic publishing is part of academia for two main reasons. Firstly,
scholars publish their research and review the submissions of other scholars, and finally,
publishing is an essential factor in university rankings. Therefore, if academia suffers from
coloniality, then the editors and reviewers of the seven terrorism journals, and for this
matter, other journals could also have been impacted by coloniality because they are a
product of academia.

The literature on publishing also gives us some insight into the reasons behind the
domination mentioned above, which is connected to the coloniality of knowledge [72,73].
The first reason for the gap could be that the editors and reviewers think that scholars
with non-Western heritage cannot produce high-quality work. A second reason could
be that journal editors and reviewers reject articles written by scholars with “unfamiliar
names”, such as non-Western names. A third reason could be because the work or non-
Western challenges the dominant view on terrorism or the views held by editors and
reviewers. A fourth reason could be the belief among journal editors and reviewers that
non-Western scholars have nothing of interest to say on terrorism and their contribution
will not add any value to terrorism knowledge. A fifth reason could be because of the
culture of cronyism among the journal editors and reviewers, which means the exclusion
of non-Western scholars because they are not part of the “inner group”. A final reason
could be that journal editors and reviewers are not interested in what non-Western scholars
have to say on terrorism, which may be based on the assumption that nothing good comes
from non-Western countries. However, a more accurate picture of why scholars with
Western heritage and Western institutions dominate publishing and knowledge production
on terrorism can only be identified if the scholars, journal editors, and reviewers were
interviewed, as [57] Collyer (2018) did in her article titled “Global patterns in the publishing
of academic knowledge: Global North, Global South”.
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Although this paper analysed only seven journals, one thing is clear. If scholars with
non-Western and centre non-Western heritage are not published in the seven journals or
other journals, it will not make it on the bookshelves and digital databases of university
libraries. As such, the work of non-Western scholars will not be cited by scholars with
Western heritage. It will not make it on to the curricula of university terrorism studies
programmes or counterterrorism training programmes. This situation is a concern be-
cause it reflects scholars and students’ concerns who are advocating the decolonisation of
knowledge, academia, the university, and university curricula. A solution to the Western
domination in publishing on terrorism could be for non-Western countries to develop tran-
sregional publishing circuit, which circumvents Western journals and publishing houses.

However, scholars interested in the decoloniality of knowledge must take up the
challenge of investigating why scholars with Western heritage and Western institutions
dominate the knowledge production side of the terrorism industry because the conse-
quences of the domination are far-reaching and go beyond academia for non-Western
countries.
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Appendix A

Table A1. Journal analysis—critical studies on terrorism.

Male Female Total Publications

Western heritage 81 = 42% 76 = 39% 157 = 81%

Based at Western University 81 = 42% 76 = 39% 157 = 81%

Based at non-Western University 0 = 0% 0 = 0% 0 = 0%

Non-West heritage 22 = 11% 10 = 5% 32 = 16%

Based at Western University 20 = 10% 10 = 5% 30 = 15%

Working in non-Western University 2 = 1% 0 = 0% 2 = 1%

Centre Non-West heritage 1 = 1% 4 = 2% 5 = 3%

Based at Centre Non-West heritage 1 = 1% 4 = 2% 5 = 3%

Total 104 = 54% 90 = 46% 194

Western heritage 157 = 81%

Non-Western and
Centre non-Western heritage 37 = 19%
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Table A2. Journal of policing, intelligence, and counterterrorism.

Male Female Total Publications

Western heritage 90 = 63% 29 = 20% 119 = 83%

Based at Western University 90 = 63% 29 = 22% 119 = 82%

Based at non-Western University 0 = 0% 0 = 0% 0 = 0%

Non-Western heritage 15 = 10% 4 = 3% 19 = 13%

Based at Western University 10 = 7% 3 = 2% 13 = 9%

Based at non-Western University 5 = 3% 1 = 0.7% 6 = 4%

Centre Non-West heritage 4 = 3% 1 = 1% 5 = 4%

Based at Centre Non-West heritage 4 = 3% 1 = 1% 5 = 4%

Total 109 = 76% 34 = 24% 143

Western heritage 119 = 83%

Non-Western and
Centre non-Western heritage 24 = 17%

Table A3. Behavioural sciences of terrorism and political aggression.

Male Female Total Publications

Western heritage 78 = 56% 42 = 30% 120 = 86%

Based at Western University 78 = 56% 42 = 30% 120 = 86%

Based at non-Western University 0 = 0% 0 = 0% 0 = 0%

Non-Western heritage 14 = 10% 5 = 4% 19 = 13%

Based at Western University 11 = 8% 2 = 1% 13 = 9%

Based at non-Western University 3 = 2% 3 = 2% 6 = 4%

Centre Non-West heritage 1 = 1% 0 = 0% 1 = 1%

Based at Centre Non-West heritage 1 = 1% 0 = 0% 1 = 1%

Total 93 = 66% 48 = 34% 140

Western heritage 120 = 86%

Non-Western and
Centre non-Western heritage 20 = 14%
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Table A4. Terrorism and political violence.

Male Female Total Publications

Western heritage 238 = 61% 88 = 23% 326 = 84%

Based at Western University 234 = 60% 86 = 22% 320 = 83%

Based at non-Western University 3 = 1% 2 = 1% 6 = 2%

Non-Western heritage 36 = 9% 3 = 1% 39 = 10%

Based at Western University 17 = 4% 3 = 1% 20 = 5%

Based at non-Western University 19 = 5% 0 = 0% 19 = 5%

Centre Non-West heritage 20 = 5% 2 = 1% 22 = 6%

Based at Centre Non-West heritage 20 = 5% 2 = 1% 22 = 6%

Total 294 = 76% 93 = 24% 387

Western heritage 326 = 84%

Non-Western and
Centre non-Western heritage 61 = 16%

Table A5. Security studies.

Male Female Total Publications

Western heritage 118 = 63% 44 = 23% 162 = 86%

Based at Western University 118 = 63% 44 = 23% 162 = 86%

Based at non-Western University 0 = 0% 0 = 0% 0 = 0%

Non-Western heritage 15 = 8% 5 = 3% 20 = 11%

Based at Western University 10 = 5% 5 = 3% 15 = 8%

Based at non-Western University 5 = 3% 0 = 0% 5 = 3%

Centre Non-West heritage 6 = 3% 0 = 0% 6 = 3%

Based at Centre Non-West heritage

Total 139 = 74% 49 = 26% 188

Western heritage 162 = 86%

Non-Western and
Centre non-Western heritage 26 = 14%
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Table A6. Studies in conflict and terrorism.

Male Female Total Publications

Western heritage 226 = 53% 121 = 27% 347 = 82%

Based at Western University 225 = 53% 120 = 27% 345 = 82

Based at non-Western University 1 = 1% 1 = 1% 2 = 1%

Non-Western heritage 33 = 8% 7 = 2% 40 = 9%

Based at Western University 17 = 4% 7 = 2% 24 = 6%

Based at non-Western University 16 = 4% 0 = 0% 16 = 4%

Centre Non-West heritage 21 = 5% 15 = 4% 36 = 9%

Total 280 = 66% 143 = 34% 423

Western heritage 347 = 82%

Non-Western and
Centre non-Western heritage 76 = 18%

Table A7. Media, war, and conflicts.

Male Female Total Publications

Western heritage 110 = 48% 76 = 33% 186 = 82%

Based at Western University 110 = 48% 76 = 33% 186 = 81%

Based at non-Western University 0 = 0% 0 = 0% 0 = 0%

Non-Western heritage 8 = 3% 4 = 2% 12 = 5%

Based at Western University 3 = 1% 4 = 2% 7 = 3%

Based at non-Western University 5 = 2% 0 = 0% 5 = 2%

Centre Non-West heritage 19 = 8% 11 = 5% 30 = 13%

Total 137 = 60% 91 = 40% 228

Western heritage 186 = 82%

Non-Western and
Centre non-Western heritage 32 = 18%
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