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IN BRIEF: TWO PROJECTS 

1. Anatomizing Likely RN-Armed 

VNSA Adversaries 

A. Qualitative Findings 

B. RANNSAD 
 

2. VNSA RN Command & Control 



 

1: Determining Likely VNSA RN Threats to the U.S.: 

Adding Qualitative Approaches 

 

Gary A. Ackerman, Charles P. Blair, Jeffrey M. Bale, Victor Asal and R. Karl Rethemeyer, Anatomizing Radiological and Nuclear 

Non-State Adversaries: Identifying the Adversary. Report prepared for the Science and Technology Directorate, Department of 

Homeland Security, grant number N00140510629 (College Park, MD.: National Consortium for the Study of Terrorism and 

Responses to Terrorism, 2009). 



Ranking Radiological Non-State Adversaries to the U.S. Homeland 

Qualitative Approaches 

 



Ranking Nuclear Non-State Adversaries to the U.S. Homeland 

Qualitative Approaches 



Ranking Nuclear Non-State Adversaries to the U.S. Homeland : 

Including the Findings of Asal and Rethemeyer 



RANNSAD 

Radiological and Nuclear Non-State Adversaries 

Database*   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

*  Gary A. Ackerman, Charles P. Blair, Jeffrey M. Bale, Victor Asal and R. Karl Rethemeyer, Anatomizing Radiological and Nuclear Non-

State Adversaries: Identifying the Adversary. Report prepared for the Science and Technology Directorate, Department of Homeland 

Security, grant number N00140510629 (College Park, MD.: National Consortium for the Study of Terrorism and Responses to Terrorism, 

2009).  















2. VNSA RN Command & Control 
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Ultimately Narrowed to 10 Primary Weighed Variables 



FINAL VNSA RN C&C MODEL  



Model Application to Six 

Groups/Movements 

• AQ Central 

• AQAP 

• AQ – Semi-Fictional Domestic (US) Cell 

• TTP 

• Apocalyptic Millenarian Group/Cult  

• US Right-Wing 





 

IGCC Nuclear Security D.C. Policy Series 

 

December 15, 2011  
 

Charles P. Blair, 

Director, FAS Terrorism Analysis Project 

cblair@fas.org 

 

OPEN SOURCE 

NUCLEAR TERRORISM PROJECTS  


