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 Terrorism is a control process, with less frequency volatility 

than natural hazards, because of counter-terrorism feedback 

to suppress further acts of terrorism. 

 Spectacular plots involving numerous operatives are likely to 

be interdicted, because of intercepted communications.  

 The most likely successful attacks are plots with few 

operatives targeted in major cities. 
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 Terrorists have the ambition to inflict maximum loss,         

with no limit to the scale of property or casualty loss. 

 Terrorists deliberately target properties in principal cities  

with very high insured value. 

 Losses only arise from some failure of government counter-

terrorism protection. 
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