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A Study on the Research Trend of Counter-Terrorism:
Focusing on Counter-Terrorism studies
of the National Police Headquarters*

Lee, Dae sung™ - Ryu, Sang II**

ABSTRACT

International society got a severe shock from terrorism of hostage, abduction and murder that was committed on
a target of Israel athlete delegation in Munich Olympics, West Germany by Black September, a Palestine terrorism o
rganization. Korea with 1986 Asian Games and 1988 Olympics ahead was directly and indirectly exposed to threats o
f North Korea's nation support terrorism, a military provocation and a local war limited warfare. This study explore
s the roles of the police at the time of the National Police Headquarters with regard to counter terrorism, and analy
zed academic research trends of Studies of Counter terrorism published by the same office between 1983 and 1990.
Looking into them shows a fact firstly, that the most frequently appearing key words in common were “terrorism,”
“hostages,” “measures,” and “international,” etc. Secondly, before and after 1988 Olympics, the key word “Olympics”
was frequently addressed. Thirdly, looking at the difference by the year, the key word, “policies of defense and bord
erlands” was frequently addressed between 1983 and 1984, “terrorism against South Korea,” and “civil aircraft” frequ
ently addressed in 1985, and “corporate” in 1986. In 1987, the key word “terrorism trends” was addressed, and in 199
0, “international terrorism,” and “separatism” were used.

Key Words: Olympics, terror, terrorism, counter terrorism law, counter terrorism policy.
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