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Introduction

The world’s largest Muslim population, Indonesia is concerned about religious radicalism due to its connection to terrorist 
acts in the country [1,2]. Many scholars and practitioners argue that radicalism is signified by intolerance toward the outgroup 
[3,4]. Although the National Ministry of Religious Affairs published that Indonesia’s Religious Tolerance Index indicates an 
improvement [5], still, Indonesia would not want any risk of religious radicalism leading to terrorism, such as what happened 
in Bali in 2002 and 2005. Therefore, the Indonesian government publicly announces their programs in countering religious 
radicalism such as by applying religious radicalism screening at government offices and schools [3,6]. The mechanism aims to 
distinguish radical workers/students from the majority of the population prior to performing an intervention [7,8]. Nevertheless, 
as the definition of religious radicalism is unclear [3], Human Rights activists stated their concern if this screening system could 
potentially lead to government’s abuse of power such as labelling or even discharging non-radical students/workers from work-
ing/educational institutions [3]. Against this background, this study was conducted. It was aimed to develop the Religious Radi-
calism Scale (ReadS). The study was organized into four phases. The first phase was to define religious radicalism. The second 
phase was to identify indicators of religious radicalism. This phase was conducted by involving social studies practitioners and 
counterradicalism experts. The third phase was to develop a religious radicalism scale. Lastly, the fourth phase was to identify 
ReadS’ psychometric properties. This phase involved two contrasted groups (terrorist and non-terrorist group members). The 
study may assist practitioners and academics in scientifically examining religious radicalism. 

Religious radicalism

‘Radicalism’ comes from ‘radix’ (‘root’) [9,10,11]. Hornby 11 defines radicalism as ‘belief in radical ideas and principles’. 
Bötticher [12] also explains that “Radicalism as an ideological mindset tends to be very critical of the existing status quo, pursuing 
the objective of restructuring and/or overthrowing outdated political structures”. She then describes that “Radical narratives 
contain utopian ideological elements, but they do not glorify a distant past. Although unwilling to compromise their ideals, 
radicals are open to rational arguments as to the means to achieve their goals. Unlike extremists, radicals are not necessarily 
extreme in their choice of means to achieve their goals. Unlike extremists who reject the extremist label, radicals also self-define 
themselves as radicals. Extremists glorify violence as a conflict resolution mechanism and are opposed to the constitutional 
state, majority-based democracy, the rule of law, and human rights for all” [12]. Furthermore, radicalism is a continuum or 
situational state where the borderline between a ‘moderate’ and ‘radical’ is unclear [13]. Religious radicalism and extremism are 
demonstrated in the three psychological domains: levels of belief (cognition), feeling (affection), and behaviour (psychomotor) 
[14] in which extremism is more into the use of violence (in psychomotor) as the only method to achieve goals, while radicalism 
is open to other ways [10]. These terms (radicalism and extremism) are sometimes mixed or reversed in meaning. Radicalization 
occurs at the primary “stage” of extremism. In other words, extremism is the result of radicalization [14].

The critical dissimilarities between radicalism and extremism are: 1. Radical movements apply political violence selectively, 
whereas extremist movements see violence against enemies as mandatory method of political action; 2. Extremism is against the 
principles of universal human rights; 3. Extremism has a strong drive in re-creating a golden past, whereas radicalism is driven by 
golden future; 4. Extremism is anti-democratic; 5. Radicalism in a political movement is against the status quo, while extremism 
is against anyone who is not accepting dogmatic values; 6. Extremists try to limit options to reach goals (against the status 
quo), while radicals do not always use violence; 7. When statistically weak, radicals might isolate themselves or withdraw from 
society, whereas extremists still provoke violent acts against the establishment; 8. Extremism is associated with authoritarian, 
while radicalism is more egalitarian; 9. Radicalism is strongly associated with the power of reason, while extremism is related to 
an irrational and fanatical belief system which involves a monopoly of truth; and 10. Extremism is more into selective morality 
(only for members), whereas radicalism tries to have a universal morality [12]. Therefore, religious extremism would include 
radicalism, while radicalism does not necessarily include extremism, so ‘religious extremists are radicals, but not all religious 
radicals are extremists’ [10].

In Indonesia, the label ‘radical’ to any part of the majority of the population (Muslims) needs careful use [13], as it contains 
stigmatization, is sensitive, and could make the general population feel uncomfortable. In makro/group level, Fealy [13] describes 
that radical religious groups in Indonesia have some characteristics: 1) They believe that Islam needs to be applied in its total and 
literal form as stated in the sacred texts, 2) They tend to be sensitive, reactive, and confrontational against what they perceive to 
be ‘enemies’, 3) They are associated with fanaticism or fundamentalism [15] and aggressive movement against the establishment 

Abstract

Religious radicalism has become an issue in Indonesia due to its link to terrorism acts. The government raised the need 
to conduct an assessment on radicalism. This study aims to develop the Religious Radicalism Scale (ReadS). The study 
was arranged into four general phases: 1) Defining religious radicalism, 2) Identifying indicators of religious radicalism, 
3) Developing scale, and 4) Identifying psychometric properties. The study applied quantitative method of analysis to 
examine the instrument’s reliability (alpha Cronbach and omega McDonnald) and content-related validity. It involved 31 
multidisciplinary scholars and professionals in identifying indicators of religious radicalism, followed by 64 participants 
from two contrasted groups to define psychometric properties. The findings demonstrate the efficacy of ReadS’ items in 
detecting religious radicalism. Moreover, ReadS achieves satisfactory reliability α=0.97 and ω=0.97; hence, the instrument 
can be applied in investigating religious radicalism. The study may help academics and practitioners in scientifically 
examining religious radicalism.

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Page 2/5

Copyright  Zora A Sukabdi

Citation: Zora A Sukabdi (2022) The Construction of Religious Radicalism Scale (ReadS). Curr Res Psychol Behav Sci 3: 1042

[13]. Moreover, Jamhari and Jahroni [16] explain some characteristics of religious radical 
groups: they often show violence (towards themselves, at least), favour punishment than 
peace in practising religion, demonstrate anti-establishment, place physical struggle as 
definitive proof of highest/true faith, and show prejudice towards the outgroups. 

Indicators of religious radicalism

At a micro level, individuals with religious radicalism demonstrate some 
characteristics. The first characteristic is totalitarian in character which demands 
religious laws, regulations, and rituals explicitly shown at state level [10,17-20]. They 
believe that only God who can formulate systems, laws, and social orders [22-24] and any 
law created by humans (e.g., national constitutions) is false and should not be followed 
[2,22,25-29]. The second characteristic lies in the literal understanding of the religious 
sacred texts [19,21,30] which manifest in blunt devotion and literal practices as stated 
in these texts. Any improvisation, contextual review, or logical analysis of holy texts 
are strongly avoided [19]. The third is the symbolic religious belief that an individual 
focuses on religious symbols (including physical appearances) rather than wisdom and 
philosophy [19,21,31,32]. This manifests in simplification of the thinking process, which 
shortens the complicated reality, for example, by linking a symbol to a specific concept 
(i.e., ‘the Blacks are evil’, ‘the Whites are supremacists’, ‘prayer beads are holy’) [19]. 

The fourth characteristic mentioned by scholars is the black-and-white way of 
thinking in which an individual often separates the world into two simple categories, 
such as ‘right vs wrong’, ‘hell vs heaven’, ‘angle vs evil’, and ‘holy vs sinful’, without 
acknowledging grey or neutral areas [33,34]. The dichotomy simplifies options, and the 
complex dilemmas generally happen in life [19,35,36]. The fifth is to reach purification, 
which includes exclusiveness [37,38]. The exclusiveness focuses the discrete between ‘we’ 
and ‘you’ [21,26,39]. They avoid the outgroup, the existing system, or the established order 
as it is interpreted as a ‘contamination’ [21,28].

The sixth characteristic of religious radicalism is narrow-mindedness (one-
sidedness) which includes the refusal to external/the outgroups’ ideas, prejudice, and 
valuing physical appearance (e.g., a specific style of dress, physical struggles) [10]. The 
physical identifiers the radicals value refers to the sacred texts [19, 38]. This characteristic 
explains why certain radical Islamists understand the concept of jihad as a physical 
fight rather than any good deeds to gain God’s blessing, since the radicals are into a 
literal and symbolic approach of thinking. The final characteristic is favouring, even 
imposing, revolutionary changes against the established order, even though this does not 
necessarily involve physical violence [21,26]. The imposing behaviour on others is possible 
in Indonesia after they are numerically strong [4,40]. Religious radicalism consists of 
seven characteristics that become aspects measured in ReadS. The factors include three 
domains: cognition, attitude, and actions [41-45]; thus, the instrument will encompass 
the three domains. 

Methods

Design

The construction of ReadS was arranged into detailed steps: 1) Identifying religious 
radicalism and its aspects, 2) Finding behaviour indicators of religious radicalism, 3) 
Formulating items for scale, 4) Conducting items’ readability test, 5) Performing pilot 
study, 6) Performing statistical analysis, and 7) Performing second phase of statistical 
analysis for practical use of ReadS. Quantitative method was applied in this study. 

Step 1-Identifying religious radicalism and its aspects: For a construct, religious 
radicalism assessed in this study consists of seven aspects: 1) Totalitarian in character, 2) 
Literal approach to sacred texts, 3) Symbolic religious belief, 4) Dichotomic thinking, 5) 
Attempts for purification, 6) One-sidedness, and 7) Imposing revolutionary changes. The 
aspects were collected from the previous literature review. 

Step 2-Finding behaviour indicators of religious radicalism: At this step, religious 
radicalisms aspects were broken down into behaviour indicators in which expert 
judgement was held. The expert judgment involved scholars and professionals of social 
science, religious studies, and security (i.e., security analysts, psychologists, clinicians, 
anthropologists) to validate the behaviour indicators. The expert judgment reaches ≥81% 
agreement for these indicators of ReadS (Table 1).

Table 1: Sample of validated behavior indicators of religious radicalism in expert 
judgement.

No.
Aspects of 
Religious 

Radicalism
Behavior Indicators 

Agreement 
Before 

Modification (%)

Agreement 
After 

Modification 
(%)

1
Totalitarian 
in character

Beliefs that humans 
cannot create any law/
regulations (cognition)

81 84

Negative emotions 
towards the established 

order (affection)
90 94

Non-citizenship 
behaviours 

(psychomotor)
84 90

5
Attempts 

for 
purification

Prejudices towards the 
outgroup (cognition)

90 90

Negative emotions 
towards the outgroups 

(affection) 
84 97

Exclusiveness 
(psychomotor)

90 90

Step 3-Formulating items for scale: After indicators were validated, items for the scale 
were formulated. At this step, the researcher developed items for ReadS. The total number 
of items made were 98, in which each behaviour aspect was represented by ±14 items. 

Step 4-Conducting items’ readability test: At this step, the researcher held an online 
meeting with five counter-radicalism practitioners and a psychometrician to review the 
formulated items. These people review the readability of items, which is to detect if each 
item is clear or ambiguous. Criticized items were modified to meet the request of the 
item’s reviewers.

Step 5-Performing pilot study: A pilot study was held by recruiting people from two 
contrasted groups (terrorist vs non-terrorist group members) to fill the scale with consent. 
The initial suspicion by the candidates of participants were unavoidable; hence, the 
researcher explained that the scale was not used for forensic evidence nor causing any 
legal consequences and will be kept anonymous (in this case, the participants did not 
need to put their real names, only initials) to assure their confidentiality. The researcher 
conducted purposive sampling due to its convenience in the pandemic era. Thirty three 
participants linked to terrorist groups (i.e., ISIS, Al Qaeda, and their affiliations) and 
thirty one participants who never get involved with any terrorist groups were examined 
with the 98 raw items of ReadS. 

Step 6-Performing statistical analysis (1st phase): At this step, quantitative analysis was 
held to examine each item and evaluate the reliability of ReadS. Statistical analysis used 
JASP (Jeffreys’s Amazing Statistics Program) to determine the loading factor of each item 
and the internal consistency of the scale. This review process also involved a psychometry 
expert in valuing the quantitative efficacy of each item. An item with a loading factor 
below 0,50 was dropped from the scale. 

Step 7-Performing 2nd phase of statistical analysis: For practical use of ReadS, which 
is in employees’ mapping, screening, selection, placement, and promotion, the second 
phase of analysis was conducted to review the efficacy of each item of ReadS in separating 
responses of two contrasted groups (terrorist vs non-terrorist group members).

Participants

Thirty-one scholars and professionals from social science, security, and religious 
studies were involved in this study for administering Step 2 (expert judgement) to vali-
date behaviour indicators of ReadS. They were two anthropologists, two religious leaders/
icons, two psychometricians, four religious studies scholars, four counter-terrorism prac-
titioners, five clinical psychologists, six security analysts, and six forensic psychologists, 
between the age of 30 to 58 (twenty three females, eight males). Later some of these par-
ticipants were also involved in the readability test of items. In the readability test of items 
(Step 4), the study involved a psychometrician and five counter-terrorism practitioners. 
In identifying psychometry properties (Step 5), this study involved 64 people from two 
contrasted groups: 33 terrorist and 31 terrorist group members. They came from different 



Page 3/5

Copyright  Zora A Sukabdi

Citation: Zora A Sukabdi (2022) The Construction of Religious Radicalism Scale (ReadS). Curr Res Psychol Behav Sci 3: 1042

cities in Indonesia such as Bandung, Bekasi, Bima, Bogor, Depok, Jakarta, Lamongan, 
Padang, Poso, Riau, Semarang, Solo, Surabaya, Tasikmalaya, Tuban, and Yogyakarta. 
Their ages were ranged between 17 and 59 (17 females, 47 males). The 33 terrorist group 
members were related to Jamaah Islamiyah/JI, Al Qaeda, ISIS, and their affiliations (i.e., 
Mujahidin Indonesia Timur/MIT, Darul Islam/DI). Their educations were run from high 
school to doctoral programs. Their occupations were varied, such as public servants, en-
trepreneurs, technicians, drivers, police officers, and lecturers. 

Results

Items of ReadS

The finding of this study identifies 42 (of 98) items of ReadS which have acceptable 
loading factors (satisfactory). (Table 2) describes both satisfactory and unsatisfactory 
(eliminated) items. 

Table 2: ReadS’ items.

Aspects of 

Religious 

Radicalism

Items and Status

Before Internal 

Structure with 

Confirmatory 

Factor Analysis 

(CFA) 

Loading 

Factors

Discrimination Test between Two 

Contrasted Groups: Terrorist vs 

Non-Terrorist Group Members 

(Rasch)

Totalitarian in 

character

Item 1 0.77 √ (non-bias)

Item 2 0.69 √ (non-bias)

Item 3 0.72 √ (non-bias)

Item 12 0.81 √ (non-bias)

Item 13 0.68 √ (non-bias)

Item 14 0.69 √ (non-bias)

Literal 

approach to 

sacred texts

Item 15 0.71 √ (non-bias)

Item 16 0.85 √ (non-bias)

Item 17 0.91 √ (non-bias)

Item 19 0.79 √ (non-bias)

Item 27 0.59 √ (non-bias)

Item 28 0.68 √ (non-bias)

Symbolic 

religious belief

Item 30 0.87 √ (non-bias)

Item 31 0.83 √ (non-bias)

Item 32 0.76 √ (non-bias)

Item 33 0.74 √ (non-bias)

Item 40 0.67 √ (non-bias)

Item 42 0.68 √ (non-bias)

Dichotomic 

thinking

Item 44 0.7 √ (non-bias)

Item 45 0.68 √ (non-bias)

Item 47 0.74 √ (non-bias)

Item 52 0.67 √ (non-bias)

Item 54 0.84 √ (non-bias)

Item 56 0.71 √ (non-bias)

Attempts for 

purification

Item 58 0.76 √ (non-bias)

Item 61 0.81 √ (non-bias)

Item 67 0.93 √ (non-bias)

Item 68 0.81 √ (non-bias)

Item 69 0.83 √ (non-bias)

Item 70 0.93 √ (non-bias)

One-sidedness

Item 71 0.88 √ (non-bias)

Item 72 0.7 √ (non-bias)

Item 73 0.53 √ (non-bias)

Item 79 0.73 √ (non-bias)

Item 81 0.63 √ (non-bias)

Item 82 0.78 √ (non-bias)

Imposing 

revolutionary 

changes

Item 85 0.88 √ (non-bias)

Item 88 0.73 √ (non-bias)

Item 92 0.61 √ (non-bias)

Item 93 0.72 √ (non-bias)

Item 95 0.57 √ (non-bias)

Item 96 0.71 √ (non-bias)

The administration and scoring of ReadS 

Applying the Likert scale (“strongly agree”, “agree”, “disagree”, and “strongly 
disagree”), ReadS consists of 42 items to examine seven aspects of religious radicalism in 
an individual. For each item’s response, the lowest option is scored as “1” while the highest 
is “4” (Table 3). In terms of the norm, (Table 4) shows total scores and their categories. The 
range of 42 to 74 is categorized into a “zero” level of religious radicalism, whereas 75 to 
105 is “low”, 106 to 137 is “medium”, and 138 to 168 is “high”. This norm is based on the 
instrument (possible scores of respondents/future subjects) rather than the scores derived 
from the pilot study (Step 5). 

Table 3: ReadS’ scoring.

Options Scores

Strongly agree 4

Agree 3

Disagree 2

Strongly disagree 1

Table 4: ReadS’ norm.

Categories of Religious Radicalism Range of scores

Null 42 – 74

Low 75 – 105

Medium 106 – 137

High 138 – 168

Reliability

The internal consistency with Cronbach’s Alpha and McDonnald’s Omega were ap-
plied to identify ReadS’ reliability. The findings demonstrate that the statistical investiga-
tion of ReadS’ reliability (N=64) is α=0.97 and ω=0.97 (Table 5). The reliability coefficients 
prove that ReadS is reliable in assessing religious radicalism. As described by De Vaus 
[46], a reliability coefficient is satisfactory when it achieves 0.70. 

Table 5: ReadS’ reliability.

Scale Reliability Statistics

Religious Radicalism Scale (ReadS)
Cronbach’s α McDonald’s ω

0.97 0.97

Validity

The findings have shown ReadS’ content-related validity in expert judgements (Step 
2 and Step 4). Interrater judgement in examining behaviour indicators for religious radi-
calism has reached ≥81% agreement. Furthermore, the items’ readability test by six re-
viewers (a psychometrician and five counter-radicalism practitioners) was conducted to 
ensure the qualitative efficacy of each item. 
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The use of scale for screening purpose

For practical use of ReadS (such as in employees’ screening, mapping, selection, 
placement, and promotion), the findings show that 29 items can separate responses of two 
contrasted groups (the radicals vs non-radicals). However, an item (Item 14) does not have 
a satisfactory loading factor at the second phase of internal structure analysis. (Table 6) 
demonstrates 28 items with acceptable loading factors. 

Table 6: ReadS’ efficacy for practical use.

Aspects of 
Religious 

Radicalism

Effective 
Items in 

Distinguishing 
Two 

Contrasted 
Groups

Frequency 
Parameter 

(Mann 
Whitney)

Independent 
Sample Two-

Test 

Loading 
Factors After 
Second Phase 

of CFA

Totalitarian in 
character

Item 2 √ √ 0.74

Item 12 √ - 0.73

Item 13 - √ 0.55

Item 14 - √ 0.5

Literal 
approach to 
sacred texts

Item 16 √ √ 0.69

Item 17 √ √ 0.76

Item 19 - √ 0.7

Item 28 - - 0.57

Symbolic 
religious belief

Item 33 - √ 0.72

Item 42 - √ 0.61

Dichotomic 
thinking

Item 44 √ - 0.59

Item 47 √ - 0.79

Item 52 √ - 0.8

Item 54 √ - 0.59

Item 56 √ - 0.55

Attempts for 
purification

Item 58 √ - 0.74

Item 67 √ - 0.82

Item 68 √ - 0.7

Item 69 √ - 0.75

One-sidedness

Item 71 - √ 0.72

Item 73 √ - 0.78

Item 81 - √ 0.53

Item 82 - √ 0.54

Imposing 
revolutionary 

changes

Item 85 - √ 0.64

Item 88 - √ 0.6

Item 93 - √ 0.55

Item 95 √ - 0.61

Item 96 √ √ 0.57

Conclusion

The world’s largest Muslim population, Indonesia, expresses its concern about 
religious radicalism due to its link to past terrorism acts (i.e., Bali Bombing I and II); 
hence, the government publicly declares the need to implement religious radicalism 
screening to students and workers. Nevertheless, the definition of religious radicalism is 
unclear nor the tools to measure the construct. Furthermore, the concept of ‘radicalism’ 
is often mixed with another term, ‘extremism’. Against this background, this study was 
conducted. This study was aimed to formulate the Religious Radicalism Scale (called 
‘ReadS’). Using quantitative study design, this work was organized into four phases to 
examine: 1) Religious radicalism, 2) Behaviour indicators, 3) Religious radicalism scale, 
and 4) The scale’s psychometric properties. Religious radicalism is identified as a religious, 
political belief/doctrine linked to radical principles that demonstrate very critical views 
against an established system aim to restructure political orders and believe in utopian 

religious ideas and a variety of means to achieve religious goals. Radicalism is a spectrum 
where the borderline between a ‘moderate’ and ‘radical’ is indistinct. The distinctions 
between radicalism and extremism are explained, in the three psychological domains: 
cognition, affection, and psychomotor in which extremism is more into the use of physical 
violence as the only means to achieve goals (psychomotor) radicalism is still open to 
other methods. Religious extremism includes radicalism, not vice versa, so that religious 
extremists are radicals, but not all religious radicals are extremists. For a construct, 
religious radicalism assessed in this study consists of seven aspects: 1) Attempts for 
purification, 2) One-sidedness, 3) Totalitarian in character, 4) Symbolic religious belief, 5) 
Literal approach to sacred texts, 6) Dichotomic thinking, and 7) Imposing revolutionary 
changes (even though it does not necessarily involve physical violence).

This study involved 31 multidisciplinary scholars and professionals (i.e., 
anthropologists, psychologists, security analysts, religious studies scholars, and counter-
terrorism practitioners) for interrater expert judgement on behaviour indicators and 
items of ReadS. Furthermore, the study involved 64 people from two contrasted groups: 
33 terrorist and 31 terrorist group members to define its psychometric properties. These 
participants came from more than 15 different cities in Indonesia. The 33 terrorist group 
members were linked with Al Qaeda, ISIS, and their affiliations. The findings of this study 
formulate satisfactory 42 items of ReadS. These items have acceptable loading factors 
(≥0.50). ReadS applies Likert scale in which the lowest option is counted as “1”, while the 
highest is “4”. In terms of the norm, the participant’s total score is categorized as “zero” 
level of religious radicalism if it is between 42 to 74, “low” from 75 to 105, “medium” 
from 106 to 137, and “high” from 138 to 168. This norm is based on the possible scores 
of respondents. In terms of psychometry properties, ReadS’ reliability (N=64) is α=0.97 
and ω=0.97. The findings also show satisfactory content-related validity in which expert 
judgements on indicators in the scale gained ≥81% agreement. Moreover, the items’ 
readability test by a psychometrician and five counter-radicalism practitioners (six 
reviewers) ensures the qualitative efficacy of each item. Further, for practical use such 
as in employees’ screening, selection, mapping, and promotion, the findings generate 29 
items effective in separating responses of two contrasted groups: the radicals and non-
radicals.

The distinctions between radicalism and extremism are explained in the three 
psychological domains: cognition, affection, and psychomotor, in which extremism is 
more into the use of physical violence as the only means to achieve goals (psychomotor) 
radicalism is still open to other methods. Religious extremism includes radicalism, 
not vice versa, so that religious extremists are radicals, but not all religious radicals are 
extremists. For a construct, religious radicalism assessed in this study consists of seven 
aspects: 1) Attempts for purification, 2) One-sidedness, 3) Totalitarian in character, 4) 
Symbolic religious belief, 5) Literal approach to sacred texts, 6) Dichotomic thinking, 
and 7) Imposing revolutionary changes (even though it does not necessarily involve 
physical violence). This study involved 31 multidisciplinary scholars and professionals 
(i.e., anthropologists, psychologists, security analysts, religious studies scholars, and 
counterterrorism practitioners) for interrater expert judgement on behaviour indicators 
and items of ReadS. Furthermore, the study involved 64 people from two contrasted 
groups: 33 terrorist and 31 terrorist group members to define its psychometric properties. 
These participants came from more than 15 different cities in Indonesia. The 33 terrorist 
group members were linked with Al Qaeda, ISIS, and their affiliations. The findings of 
this study formulate satisfactory 42 items of ReadS. These items have acceptable loading 
factors (≥0.50). ReadS applies Likert scale in which the lowest option is counted as “1” 
while the highest is “4”. In terms of the norm, the participant’s total score is categorized 
as “zero” level of religious radicalism if it is between 42 to 74, “low” from 75 to 105, 
“medium” from 106 to 137, and “high” from 138 to 168. This norm is based on the possible 
scores of respondents.

In terms of psychometry properties, ReadS’ reliability (N=64) is α=0.97 and ω=0.97. 
The findings also show satisfactory content-related validity in which expert judgements 
on scale indicators gained ≥81% agreement. Moreover, the items’ readability test by a 
psychometrician and five counter-radicalism practitioners (six reviewers) ensures the 
qualitative efficacy of each item. Further, for practical use such as in employees’ screening, 
selection, mapping, and promotion, the findings generate 29 items effective in separating 
responses of two contrasted groups: the radicals and non-radicals. 

Ethical Approval

This article does not contain any studies with animals performed by the author. All 
procedures performed in studies involving human participants were in accordance with 
the ethical standards of the institutional and/or national research committee and with 
the 1964 Helsinki declaration and its later amendments or comparable ethical standards.
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Informed Consent

Informed consent was obtained from all participants included in the study. 

References

1. Mahfud C, Prasetyawati N, Muhibbin Z, Wahyuddin W,Agustin DS, et al. (2018) 
Religious radicalism, global terrorism and islamic challenges in contemporary 
Indonesia. Jurnal Sosial Humaniora 11(1): 8-18. 

2. Zulkarnain F, Purnama TS (2016) The ISIS movement and the threat or religious 
radicalism in Indonesia. Mimbar 32(1): 31-39.

3. CNN Indonesia (2019) Radicalism, pseudo-definitions and potential misdirection.

4. Hamli (2020) Public Discussion: Beware of the threat of terror in the midst of a 
pandemic.

5. Nathalia T (2019) Religious tolerance in Indonesia high, but not in Aceh: Ministry. 
Jakarta Globe.

6. Puspita R (2019) Kemendikbud arranges instruments for monitoring radicalism 
in schools. Ministry of education’s instrument for detecting radicalism at schools.

7. Chaterine RN (2019) Minister of education and culture asks for clarification of the 
word ‘Radical’. 

8. Sean A (2019) Kecenderungan Radikalisme CPNS Bisa Diukur?

9. Mufid AS, Sarwono SW, Syafii M, Baedowi A, Karnavian T, et al. (2011) Research 
on motivation and root causes of terrorism. Jakarta: Indonesian Institute for 
Society Empowerment.

10. Sukabdi ZA (2020) Measuring the effectiveness of deradicalisation: The 
development of mikra risk assessment. Elementary Education Online 19(4): 3417-
3434.

11. Hornby R (1992) The end of acting: A radical view. Applause Theatre Book 
publishers, USA, pp. 1-322.

12. Botticher A (2017) Towards academic consensus definitions of radicalism and 
extremism. Perspectives on Terrorism 11(4): 73-77.

13. Fealy G (2004) Islamic radicalism in Indonesia: The faltering revival? Southeast 
Asian Affairs 1: 104-121.

14. Adnan M, Amaliyah A (2021) Radicalism VS Extremism: The dilemma of islam 
and politics in Indonesia. Journal Ilmu Sosial 1(1): 24-48.

15. Muhammad A (2013) Religion and Social Conflicts.

16. (2004) Radical salafi movement in Indonesia. Jamhari, Jamroni J (Eds.), Jakarta: 
Raja Grafindo Persada, pp. 1-252.

17. Ayubi N (2004) Political islam: Religion and politics in the Arab world. (1st edn.), 
Routledge publishers, UK, pp. 1-304.

18. Davis E (1984) Ideology, social class, and Islamic radicalism in modern Egypt. 
In: Arjomand SA (Ed.), From nationalism to revolutionary Islam. The Macmillan 
Press, UK.

19. Hilmy M (2013) The politics of retaliation: The backlash of radical Islamists against 
deradicalisation project in Indonesia. Journal of Islamic Studies 51(1): 129-158.

20. Shepard WE (1987) Islam and ideology: Towards a typology. International Journal 
of Middle East Studies 19(3): 307-336.

21. Wahab AJ (2019) Islam radikal dan moderat diskursus dan kontestasi varian islam 
Indonesia. Elex Media Komputindo.

22. Khatab S (2002) Hakimiyyah and Jahiliyyah in the thought of Sayyid Qutb. Middle 
Eastern Studies 38(3): 145-170.

23. Nasir BM (2011) The Influence of middle east islamic movement on the extremist 
thought in Malaysia. Tawarikh: International Journal for Historical Studies 3(1): 
31-46.

24. Zain M (2019) Freedom and self-governance in islamic discourse on democracy. 
International Journal of West Asian Studies 11(1): 19-26.

25. Amirullah (2018) BNPT dikritik soal pemakaian kata radikalisme oleh Sekjen 
PBB.

26. Idris I (2019) Radical terrorism and radicalism measurement for deradicalization 
targets. Conference session presented at National Seminar on Military Psychology 
Association, Bandung.

27. Mudassir R (2019) Ini 4 kriteria radikal yang harus dipahami, menurut BNPT.

28. Putra IE, Sukabdi ZA (2013) Basic concepts and reasons behind the emergence 
of religious terror activities in Indonesia: An inside view. Asian Journal of Social 
Psychology 16(2): 83-91.

29. Talafihah STA, Amin MFM, Zarif MMM (2017) Taghut: A Quranic Perspective. 
Ulum Islamiyyah 22: 87-95.

30. Ghadbian N (2000) Political islam and violence. New Political Science 22(1): 77-88.

31. Farmer BF (2007) Understanding radical islam: Medieval ideology in the twentieth 
century. Peter Lang Inc., International Academic Publishers, USA, pp. 1-243.

32. Springer DR, Regens JL, Edger DN (2009) Islamic radicalism and global jihad. 
Georgetown University Press, USA, pp. 1-336.

33. Bruinessen MV (2002) Genealogies of islamic radicalism in post-Suharto 
Indonesia. South East Asia Research 10(2): 117-154.

34. Sivan E (2004) The enclave culture. In: Marty ME, Appleby S (Eds.), 
Fundamentalisms comprehended. University of Chicago Press, USA.

35. Hidayat K (2014) Khilafah controversy: Islam, state and pancasila. Indonesia.

36. Shihab MQ (2008) Violence in the name of religion: Clearing up misconceptions 
around the concepts of war and jihad in Islam. Indonesia.

37. Arjomand SA (Ed.), (1984) From nationalism to revolutionary Islam. Macmillan 
Education Teaching company, UK.

38. Lakoff S (2004) The reality of Muslim exceptionalism. Journal of Democracy 15(4): 
133-139.

39. Nurdin AA (2005) Islam and State: A study of the liberal Islamic network in 
Indonesia, 1999-2004. New Zealand Journal of Asian Studies 7(2): 20-39.

40. Nadzifah SN (2018) Pandangan GP Ansor terhadap Salafi Wahabi: studi kasus 
pembubaran pengajian oleh GP Ansor. p. 1-93.

41. Anderson LW, Krathwohl DR (2001) A taxonomy for learning, teaching, and 
assessing: A revision of Bloom’s Taxonomy of educational objectives. 1st (edn.), 
Pearson Publishers, UK, pp. 1-336.

42. Bloom BS, Engelhart MD, Furst EJ, Hill WH, Krathwohl DR (1956) Taxonomy of 
educational objectives: The classification of educational goals. Cognitive domain: 
David McKay, USA.

43. Harrow AJ (1972) A taxonomy of the psychomotor domain: A guide for developing 
behavioral objectives. David McKay, USA.

44. Krathwohl DR, Bloom BS, Masia BB (1964) Taxonomy of educational objectives: 
The classification of educational goals. Handbook II: Affective domain, David 
McKay Co, USA, pp. 1-216.

45. Wilson LO (2016) The Three domains of learning: Cognitive, affective, and 
psychomotor/kinesthetic. p. 1-7.

46. Vaus D (2002) Analyzing social science data. 1st edn., Sage Publications, UK., pp. 
1-402.

file:///C:\\Users\\Corpus%20Publishers\\Desktop\\Mahfud%20C,%20Prasetyawati%20N,%20Muhibbin%20Z,%20Wahyuddin%20W,Agustin%20DS,%20et%20al.%20(2018)%20Religious%20radicalism,%20global%20terrorism%20and%20islamic%20challenges%20in%20contemporary%20Indonesia.%20Jurnal%20Sosial%20Humaniora%2011(1):%208-18
file:///C:\\Users\\Corpus%20Publishers\\Desktop\\Mahfud%20C,%20Prasetyawati%20N,%20Muhibbin%20Z,%20Wahyuddin%20W,Agustin%20DS,%20et%20al.%20(2018)%20Religious%20radicalism,%20global%20terrorism%20and%20islamic%20challenges%20in%20contemporary%20Indonesia.%20Jurnal%20Sosial%20Humaniora%2011(1):%208-18
file:///C:\\Users\\Corpus%20Publishers\\Desktop\\Mahfud%20C,%20Prasetyawati%20N,%20Muhibbin%20Z,%20Wahyuddin%20W,Agustin%20DS,%20et%20al.%20(2018)%20Religious%20radicalism,%20global%20terrorism%20and%20islamic%20challenges%20in%20contemporary%20Indonesia.%20Jurnal%20Sosial%20Humaniora%2011(1):%208-18
https://www.neliti.com/publications/156149/the-isis-movement-and-the-threat-of-religious-radicalism-in-indonesia
https://www.neliti.com/publications/156149/the-isis-movement-and-the-threat-of-religious-radicalism-in-indonesia
https://www.cnnindonesia.com/nasional/20191115104318-20-448568/radikalisme-definisi-semu-dan-potensi-salah-sasaran
https://ilkogretim-online.org/index.php?mno=76355
https://ilkogretim-online.org/index.php?mno=76355
https://ilkogretim-online.org/index.php?mno=76355
https://www.degruyter.com/document/doi/10.1355/9789812306944-010/html
https://www.degruyter.com/document/doi/10.1355/9789812306944-010/html
https://ejournal.undip.ac.id/index.php/ilmusos/article/view/38901/0
https://ejournal.undip.ac.id/index.php/ilmusos/article/view/38901/0
https://www.kompas.id/baca/opini/2020/12/03/agama-dan-konflik-sosial-2
https://opac.perpusnas.go.id/DetailOpac.aspx?id=561637
https://opac.perpusnas.go.id/DetailOpac.aspx?id=561637
https://www.aljamiah.or.id/index.php/AJIS/article/view/155
https://www.aljamiah.or.id/index.php/AJIS/article/view/155
https://www.jstor.org/stable/163657
https://www.jstor.org/stable/163657
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/714004475
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/714004475
https://journals.mindamas.com/index.php/tawarikh/article/view/394
https://journals.mindamas.com/index.php/tawarikh/article/view/394
https://journals.mindamas.com/index.php/tawarikh/article/view/394
https://ejournals.ukm.my/ijwas/article/view/36885
https://ejournals.ukm.my/ijwas/article/view/36885
https://nasional.tempo.co/read/1103273/bnpt-dikritik-soal-pemakaian-kata-radikalisme-oleh-sekjen-pbb/full&view=ok
https://nasional.tempo.co/read/1103273/bnpt-dikritik-soal-pemakaian-kata-radikalisme-oleh-sekjen-pbb/full&view=ok
https://kabar24.bisnis.com/read/20191105/15/1167259/ini-4-kriteria-radikal-yang-harus-dipahami-menurut-bnpt
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2013-17624-002
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2013-17624-002
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2013-17624-002
https://uijournal.usim.edu.my/index.php/uij/article/view/11
https://uijournal.usim.edu.my/index.php/uij/article/view/11
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/713687889
https://www.jstor.org/stable/43818511
https://www.jstor.org/stable/43818511
https://www.journalofdemocracy.org/articles/the-reality-of-muslim-exceptionalism/
https://www.journalofdemocracy.org/articles/the-reality-of-muslim-exceptionalism/

	_GoBack

