Conduct a literature review that critically examines academic and policy-based perspectives on key UK counter-terrorism legislation and concepts.
The UK has seen a significant rise in terrorism in recent years, with countless attacks threatening public life has shown the UK changing laws and policies to counteract terrorism, the Manchester arena bombing and the 7/7 bombing played crucial parts into redefying terrorism and shaping up the laws we have today. Terrorism has been a big talk in UK politics for many years with new legislation being announced every year. The Crown Prosecution Service defines terrorism under the terrorism act 2000 which states that terrorism is when someone uses or threatens to use violence to try to scare the public or make the government change something. It’s usually done for political, religious, or ideological reasons. This can include things like hurting people, damaging property, putting lives in danger, or disrupting important systems (Crown Prosecution Service, 2019). This legislation defines what terrorism is and how the UK can work out incidents and deem any incidents as terrorist attack or not. So, in this literature review is going to critically examine the policies and legislation that are put in place counteract terrorism by using real life cases that the government has implanted to help redefine what terrorism is and what the punishments are if a person is founded guilty of a terrorist act.
[bookmark: _Int_Mva6uEQY]Over the last decade the UK has seen many new legislations being brought out into the country with terrorism being one that changes over time, the terrorism act 2000 is the foundation of many other acts helping shape what we know as terrorism today. The terrorism act 2000 allows the home secretary to proscribe organisations that are thought to be involved in terrorism. Being a member of an organisation that is prohibited or encouraging support for such an organisation is illegal. The Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL), Boko Haram, and al-Qaida are a few of the well-known organisations that have been proscribed as a terrorist group (LawForEverything, 2025). This can be supported by the house of lord's website whereas of April 2024 there was 81 proscribed terrorist organisations under the terrorism act 2000 with 14 proscribed terrorist organisations in Northern Ireland (Tudor, 2025) . Beyond proscribing groups as being a terrorist organisation, as outlined in the introduction, the section 1 of the terrorism act 2000 states that terrorism is when someone uses or threatens serious violence, damages property, risks lives, or disrupts important systems. The action must be done to scare the public or influence the government, and it must be for political, religious, or ideological reasons (UK Government, 2000). This definition is broad so it can cover different types of attacks this can be shown as DR C Chatterjee (2002) argues that the section 1 of the terrorism act 2000 is very broads and covers a lot of attacks, he also claims that this act is not only based in the uk but also around the world. This broad definition is what allows the government to ban terrorist organisations and proscribe groups as terrorists if they are seemingly trying to damage either the reputation of the government or properties and life in the UK. Furthermore, Chatterjee (2002) also argues that this legislation should be dealt with carefully before violating human rights as it gives the government power to act on an individual or a group if they are thought to be deemed as a terrorist even if they are unsure of it. This claim by Chatterjee can be back up as on July 28, 2024, where Tommy Robinson who is a well-known far right activist was stopped at the border in the channel crossing in Folkestone where the police wanted access to his phone under schedule 7 of the terrorism act 2000. Schedule 7 allows the UK border officials the power to stop, question, search, and detain individuals at airports, seaports, and international rail stations to determine whether they are involved in terrorism. (Counter Terrorism Police, 2024), additionally the police used this legislation to gain access to Tommy's phone. Tommy refused to allow the police to access  his phone, which meant that he was detained but later released, on November 4 2025 Tommy Robinson went to court where the judge ruled the case as unlawful as the police had no right to stop and ask for his phone, this is because of what the far right activist was standing up for and his beliefs rather than the suspicion that tommy Robinson is a terrorist (Quinn, 2025). This supports the argument that Chatterjee entails by saying that this legislation can violate human rights as Tommy Robinson was unlawfully stopped under the terrorism act. This demonstrates that counter terrorism can cause civil liabilities. There are many other ways that the uk government implements ways to counter terrorism with the biggest strategy aimed to lower the risk of terrorism is CONTEST, this counter terrorism strategy is broken up into 4 components, known as the four Ps, which insists on prevent, peruse, protect and prepare, furthermore these four phases helps the government to stop and tackle terrorism by the root cause, this can be from stopping radicalisation and people supporting wrong ideas (Home Office, 2023) additionally, the home office states that with this strategy in place they have managed to declare nine terrorist attacks that have happened in the uk, this contest strategy can be seen as beneficial but can also be argued that targeting certain minority groups can cause an upset with the uk government as according to (Institute of Race Relations, 2017) states the contest strategy can focus on certain groups like the Muslim communities, this can impact and make the community's upset due to the targeting even when there is no criminal activity happening, this is due to the radicalisation of the Islam extremist groups such as AL-Qaeda. This can be backed up with the BBC stating that many Muslims have expressed that prevent treats them as “suspect community” stating that Al-Qaeda is lurking in every mosque (Casciani, 2014) furthermore the article states that a loss of trust within the Muslim community and government was increasing due to the hidden cctv cameras in Muslim areas in Birmingham. When looking into terrorism into more detail the Manchester bombing was one of the biggest attacks the UK  as according to (Brook, 2017) have faced with over 22 people killed and injuring approximately 800 people, the attack happened when Salman Abedi ran into the arena with a suicide vest which detonated an explosive device which later caused the casualties as previously mentioned. The Manchester bombing inquiry was later published explaining what happened and how the police force should have done better, many journalists and news articles argued that the way the police handled the case was poor and that local law enforcement needs more training as according to (Mildot Group, 2025) they state that the inquiry shown a lot of failures as the security team lacked proper training to counteract training, they also state that there was no British transport police at the venue at critical times, the Mildot group (2025) also argued that the attacker was flagged as a subject on the Mi5 watch and if they used the contest strategy at the time using prevent, this attack may have not happened. This can be supported as the (Marsden et al., 2023) states that the attacker was a radical Islamist extremist and could have been exposed to extremist training and ideology from when in Libya, they also state that in the inquiry the mi5 didn't act on the information they had on him months before the attack, this forced the mi5 director general Ken McCallum to force an apology stating that they have now implemented 100 new improvements since the attack so this situation does not happen again. In response to evolving threats, the UK government introduced the counter terrorism and border security act 2019, this legislation is aimed to close gaps within the uk counter terrorism framework. The aim of the legislation is to enhance powers to local law enforcement. This legislation also strengthens the UK's ability to combat online radicalisation by making it a criminal offence to repeatedly view or share terrorist content online. It also allows authorities to seize digital materials that promote terrorism, helping law enforcement intervene earlier and prosecute individuals who engage with extremist content (Home Office, 2018), this legislation aims to disrupt terrorism but raises concerns about the freedom of expression privacy and the broad scope of new offences this can be shown as Craig Murray, (2025) argues that this legislation can unjustly interfere with the rights of freedom of express as it could criminalise people who access such content for legitimate reasons such as academics, reporters, or those curious about current events. Going back to the Manchester bombing one of the main improvements that the government proposed was The Terrorism (Protection of Premises) Act 2025, also known as Martyn's Law, requires specific locations and events to take precautions against terrorist attacks in an effort to improve public safety (Home Office, 2025) furthermore the home office (2025) states that this law was named after one of the victims of the Manchester attack they also mentioned that the law would require venues to assess risks, train staff, and implement security plans. This can also impact small venues and businesses financially as Safetell, (2025) argues that 650,000 businesses will have to enhance security checks that could financially impact their business.
In summary, this literature review has critically examined the academic and policy-based perspectives on key UK counter-terrorism legislation and concepts highlighting the strengths and weaknesses that each legislation entails, the terrorism act 2000 was the laid foundation for defining what we know as terrorism in the UK today. These legislations give a broad definition and allow the UK Home secretary to proscribe certain groups if they are a terrorist organisation or not. This literature review also critically analysis section 1 of the terrorism act 2000 but due to the broader aspect of the legislation this means they can misuse and could potentially threaten the human right law, this can be seen with the tommy Robinson case where he the police stopped him under the schedule 7 terrorism act 2000, this meant that later in court the judge ruled the stop as unlawful and they only stopped him due to his beliefs. Furthermore, this literature review goes into detail about the counter terrorism strategy CONTEST, this strategy helps counter radicalisation however came with a lot of consequences were smaller minority communities especially within the Muslim community as people in the communities lost trust into the government with the targeting of their communities. Furthermore, this literature review goes into detail on the Manchester bombing case in 2017, where the inquiry shown that the local law enforcement and security around the venue at the time didn't have enough training to counter terrorism, this review also shown that the Mi5 had data of the bomber and didn't act on it quick enough to prevent the attack from happening months prior. This shown a lot of hate and trust loss with the government. The mi5 was forced to apologise and later added loads of improvements such as the Martyn law which enhanced public safety. Lastly this literature review goes into detail about the counter terrorism and border security act 2019 addressing the online material which can be deemed as radical content, so overall this literature review has shown that the Uk government has evolved with legislation on terrorism in response to real threat.
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