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In the preceding chapter the dissertation identified how the data for the  research was going to be achieved, this chapter will analyse the data that has been collected during the interviews and from the case studies, with this the dissertation will hope to achieve the objective that was to analyse the data collected on counter terrorism. Through this data the researcher hopes to understand why the UK has been effective in its operations to deter terrorism before it happens or while a terror attack is happening.
The case studies will analyse what were both the short and long term effects of a counter terrorism operation and the interviews will look at specific events that the interviewee has personally been involved in.
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As mentioned in the literature review, one of the most memorable counter terrorism operations in the UK would be the Iranian Embassy Siege in 1980, a brief description of events is that 6 terrorists entered the building and held hostages, the SAS was tasked with rescuing the hostages which they achieved with 5 of the 6 terrorists being killed during the assault and the last one being arrested (Forces, 2020).
The terrorists were from a group called the Democratic Revolutionary Front for the Liberation of Arabistan (DRFLA), the group hoped for a separate Arab country in the Khuzestan Province of Iran (Oliynyk and Greer, 2020). After storming the building, the terrorists took 26 hostages as mentioned by National Army Museum (No Date). The initial plan by the police was to negotiate with the terrorists, however what changed the plan was that the terrorist’s threat to kill one of the hostages (SAS: Iranian Embassy Siege, 2002).
In the opinion of Fremont-Barnes (2012) the reason why the operation would be successful is because there was no interference from government, an example would be the Home Secretary not interfering with the execution of the assault and also the Prime Minister not being involved in the meetings and having delegated authority to the Home Secretary William Whitelaw. Another reason given by Fremont-Barnes to why the operation was a success was that both civil and military authorities remained on a good footing with both respecting the different levels of the chain of the command and those involved in the operation allowed to carry out their individual task without interference. Fremont-Barnes (2012) can support this opinion by referencing Peter de la Bellière, a former general who was the director of the SAS at the time of the siege saying that Whitelaw handled the meetings with calm, incisive authority and that he would let people have a say but always brought the discussion to an end with a clear decision with nothing left in the air.
Ryan (2019) believes that the siege was not just a massive boost for the SAS, but it was also a curse. The curse that Ryan (2019) alludes to could be that after the siege a secret unit in the British army as termed by Finlan (2016) became internationally famous and also became something that is adored and too be emulated, he also says that the SAS has become an inspiration for media like video games and movies. The emulation of SAS has also been felt by the police in the UK, Finlan (2016) mentions that after the siege police firearms officers trained more with the SAS and also began to adopt the same equipment and weapons as the SAS.
Fremont-Barnes (2012) mentions that the regiment was initially overwhelmed with recruits wanting to join, but the numbers would reduce after the first phase of training when the lead instructor put them on a running track and watched as many would collapse due to exhaustion. A further clarification that the gain in publicity had an impact on recruitment for the SAS is a quote said by de la Billière where he suggested that people wanted to join the SAS because they were convinced that they would be given a gun and a balaclava, so that they could then go and do their own version of the Iranian Embassy Siege (Fremont-Barnes, 2012).
In the opinion of Taylor (2002) the siege was one of the defining moments of the 1980’s and he ranks the televising of the assault as a dramatic event in same mould as the first steps taken by Neil Armstrong on the moon and the assassination of John F Kennedy. He also believes that the operation not only enhanced the reputation of the SAS but also should Margaret Thatcher as a leader would not bow down to the pressure that is exposed through the use of terrorism, this would become a trait of hers during her tenure in office. Connor (2000) agrees with the opinion of Taylor (2002) by further adding that siege has become a where were you moment akin to when John F Kennedy assassination.
The terrorists were not only trying advance their goals to make one of the provinces inside Iran to become an independent Arab country but according to O’Toole (2000) they felt that the Iranian government had backtrack on promises after the overthrow of the Shah during the Islamic Revolution of 1979. The terror group after the siege claimed that there would be further international action but there was suspicion that the terror group was backed by Iraq which undermined its argument that it was Iranian opposition group, the groups cause for an independent country would eventually be forgotten as by late 1980 both Iraq and Iran would go to war with each other that would last 8 years also the Iranian government would also supress internal dissent (O’Toole, 2000).
A potential issue that could have happened during the SAS assault on the embassy is identified by Moysey (2008) which is that the assault was being televised live, this could have been an issue because it would only take one of the terrorists to be watching a tv and they have been alerted to what is going to happen and the terrorists could potentially kill all of the hostages. In this operation the police forgot to do one of the basic siege techniques which is to disconnect the gas and power to the building, this to leave the terrorists isolated from the outside world. 
To support his viewpoint Moysey (2008) refers to Steele (1995) guidelines on journalism during a siege one of the guidelines was to always assume that the hostage taker has access to reporting. Another guideline that Steele (1995) gives is to not describe what is happening in a photo or video that could divulge tactics or positions of the hostage rescue team. There is also a guideline to avoid going live to the scene unless there is a journalistic reason to do so. All three of the guidelines given by Steele (1995) were not done during the Iranian embassy siege.
As previously mentioned by Finlan (2016) the SAS has become an inspiration for media such as film and video games but so to as the siege itself. Some examples are seen in the tv series Ultimate Force (2005) episode ‘The Class of 1980’ and in the film ‘Who Dares Wins’ (1982) which had scenarios that are based on the siege. There is also a film called ‘6 Days’ (2017) which show the siege through three different perspectives, interestingly the film suggests that the SAS had originally planned to attack the bus that would have transported the terrorists and hostages enroute to an aircraft, this would be similar plan to the Munich Olympic operation.
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As mentioned previously in the Literature Chapter the British Army was called into Northern Ireland on the request of the Northern Ireland Prime Minister in 1969, these soldiers were deployed in the hope of supporting the RUC (Sanders, 2021). This deployment to Northern Ireland would be known as Operation Banner. One of the issues that Sanders (2021) says regarding Operation Banner is that the conduct of troops during the operation has created obstacles for the peace process since the Good Friday Agreement in 1997.
When the British Army was sent into Northern Ireland they based their counter insurgency methods that had been developed when countries like Malaya left the British Empire, in Dixon (2009) opinion it was the supposed success of these methods that led to the IRA to come to the peace table. Dixon (2009) says that the four requirements of counter insurgency theory are to demonstrate political will to defeat the insurgents, importance of hearts and minds of the affected population, the police to be primary over the army in defeating insurgents and there be an importance in coordination between the military and police. The use of these principles would be reused by both the British and Americans in the aftermath of the invasions of Afghanistan and Iraq (Dixon, 2009).
However, Dixon (2009) is able to identify five issues with this counter insurgency policy. The first is that when the government is emphasised in defeating insurgents, it creates tension between the political and military hierarchy which could have possible consequences for democracy. In the view of Dixon (2009) the term counterinsurgency could be seen as ambiguous and is open to interpretation, he specifically mention this in the use of force and when it is legitimate. The other three issues that he refers to are about history between the UK and Ireland, applying lessons that do not fit the context and lastly that the theory is not able to account for the success of the peace process.
One of the most important principles the British felt that would help to fight the IRA was to gain the hearts and minds of the population of Norther Ireland (Dixon, 2009). The idea was to deprive the IRA of the populations support which could deprive them of supplies and information instead of trying to find the insurgents, this was all going to be achieved Dixon (2009) says by limited use of force and good government and nation building. In contrast the army would use more than limited force to the point that would be counterproductive, and it was this force that made more people actually support the IRA, with Dixon (2009) supporting this view by quoting a former commanding officer who served in Northern Ireland said that more people joined the IRA because they felt humiliated and outrage by the actions of the army.
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Interviewee A was with the Metropolitan Police Force for 22 years from 1982 to 2012, they then spent 8 years with the Gwent Police Force. They spent 15 years as a part of Counter Terrorism first with the Metropolitan and then with the Gwent Police, when asked why they got involved in counter-terrorism policing, they said that initially they were a detective in the drug squad but heard of an incident that involved the killing of Dermot O’Neill by the police. This incident grabbed his attention, and the offer came up to be involved in a counter-terrorism operation that involved the IRA, they chose to do this as they thought they would get extra pay due to the overtime that would come with such an operation, they were initially only meant to be there a couple of weeks but ended up staying 8 months.
Interviewee B was a former soldier who served with the Parachute Regiment, they would spend 14 years with the regiment, this period between 1972 and 1984. Their role within the regiment was that they were an infantryman, when asked why they decided to join the Army the answer was simply that they had personal issues with their father, this issue centred around getting a job at the time the interviewee was still in school and they wanted to finish whereas the farther wanted them to get a job when asked why they chose the Parachute Regiment, they said that there was no reason all they knew when they went to the recruiter they just wanted to join an infantry regiment, what intrigued them the Parachute Regiment was that he saw a picture on a wall of the regiment.
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