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Made apparent by Chenoweth et al (2019), there is no single consensus to exist that defines the term ‘terrorism’. According to Jackson (2016) opinions surrounding the matter of the definition of terrorism still remains widely divided and unagreeable. The issues with formerly developing an adequate definition for terrorism surrounds the courts, as they do not hold the knowledge to be able to fully establish the term terrorism (Hodgson., Tadros, 2013). It was argued by Chenoweth et al (2019) that if the term was to be globally defined it would have to be agreed by social negotiation, with another arguing that this would be highly unattainable. The need for one legal definition worldwide regarding the term terrorism is always increasing. Hodgson et al (2013) highlights the importance of this as a solid definition would allow professionals to dictate which acts carried out fall under ‘terrorism’, therefore terming the individuals or groups as terrorists or not worldwide. 
This means that it is virtually impossible for every countries jurisdiction; official power to make legal decisions, to reach a consensus regarding this issue (Jackson, 2016). Additionally, Jackson (2016) states that when aiming for a definition of the term, there are two perspectives; objective and subjective. Objectivists believe that terrorism is a formation of political violence and finding a definition from this view is not only possible but it is crucial to combat terrorism. On the other hand, subjectivists are in contrast as they believe that the term is to aid political agendas. Around the world there are numerous terror organisations, examples include; Al Qaeda, Islamic State and the Irish Republican Army. However, the main focus will be surrounding Islamic State, giving attention to their ideology, structure and method, whilst coming to a conclusion regarding whether they should or should not be termed as a ‘terrorist’.
The United Kingdom currently follow the Terrorism Act [2000] which replaced the Terrorism Act [1989]. The United Kingdom define ‘terrorism’ as a form of an Act (Gov UK 2021). According to Horne (2010) the current Terrorism Act was heavily amended in order to ensure all previous anti-terror laws are together to reduce the need for redevelopment. The amendment of the Act has saw the consequences for terrorism magnified, which was seen in the 7/7 bombings. The CPS (2020) suggested that terrorism is “the use or threat of action which is designed to influence the Government or intimidate the public” in the United Kingdom. For instance, serious violence shown towards both individuals or property and the creation of significant risks. According to Gov UK (2021) under the Terrorism Act [2000] the Home Secretary is allowed to proscribe organisations if it is believed they are involved with terrorism. 
The main argument in the case of R v Gul [2013] was that the United Kingdom’s definition of ‘terrorism’ did not have the same meaning as international laws. Therefore, during the case of R v Gul [2013] it was made apparent of the issue held with the term ‘terrorism’ in section one of the Terrorism Act [2000]. English (2013) identified that Mr. Gul argued that section one of the act was too broad. However, the court argued that this section of the act was deliberately drafted widely as terrorism very well can take action in unforeseeable forms. The result of this case came to the conclusion that the definition would remain broad unless it conflicted with the European Convention of Human Rights. As there is no international definition, the United Kingdom would not be allowed to criminalise individuals carrying out terrorist acts abroad.
International law have had multiple ineffective attempts to define ‘terrorism’ (Saul, 2005). Proposed by Levitt (1986) while the United States have attempted to define terrorism, two routes are always taken. The first being a deductive approach, with the aim of a generic definition which every terrorist act would slot in to. The second route involves a inductive approach, which would include an open framework for defining terrorist acts. 
According to Connable et al (2017) the United states responded to Islamic State with a coalition, which is a temporary alliance. Additionally, Lister (2015) proposed that the United States had held a re-evaluation of their ‘anti-IS strategy’ as a result of the caliphate declared by Islamic State in 2014. According to Lewis (2014) this strategy is part of counter-terrorism put in place to defeat Islamic State, this is because the organisation is now a direct threat to the United States (Lewis, 2014). 
Currently termed a terrorist organisation by the United Kingdom are the organisation, Islamic State, as Gov UK (2021) identified that they are classified as a ‘proscribed organisation’ under the Terrorism Act [2000]. Islamic State have been formerly known as Islamic State in Iraq and Al-Sham (ISIL), Deash and ISIS (Atwan, 2015). Byman (2016) implied that although the group change their organisation name frequently, they should not be identified as a new group or new threat. With Lewis (2014) claiming that Islamic States threat is continuously increasing, as according to Jeffrey (2020) the organisation now have approximately between 8,000 to 16,000 members. 
In order to first argue the organisation as a terrorist, their ideology must be identified. Chenoweth et al (2019) expressed that in order to determine a terrorists behaviour or conduct, a compound of factors must be determined, for example, what motivates them. Clarke (2009) suggests that all acts of terrorism differ in motives, goals, methods and targets. Barcelo et al (2015) stated that the terror attacks implemented are showing their ideological goals to future supporters as they believe it to be a sign of strength. Argued by Bynman (2016) Islamic State’s ideology is powerful, by being heavily rooted in Salafism; known as Jihadism, but their ideology does hold multiple weaknesses. The Rand Corporation (2018) suggested that Islamic State are a Jihadist organisation, which holds an extremely violent ideology, asserting power over Muslims to gain authority. As Islamic State are a heavily Jihadist organisation, it is found by Lewis (2014) that they share similar ideological beliefs with the terror group Al-Qaeda. According to Lahoud (2010) jihadist ideology holds three main sections that lead to promoting jihadism. Firstly, a strong commitment to the cause, followed by an independence of expressing religion. The last section requires a formal declaration in defensive warfare. 
Furthermore, Chenoweth et al (2019) indicated that in comparison to violent individuals, terrorists are politically focused. Gerges (2016) stated that during mid 2014 Islamic State gained energy and strength from political developments. Additionally, Wagemakers (2015) indicated that Islamic State are politically focused as their caliphate was created to carry out their classic Islamic political thought, where there should be no other source of political authority. As the United Kingdom have been faced with multiple terror attacks, right wing politicians have suggested tougher punishments. However, left wing politicians have discussed that foreign wars are to blame for these distressing attacks and events (Rifkind, 2020). 
In addition, Jeffrey (2014) believes that Islamic State are motivated to recruit members from their anti-shiaism ideology. While Islamic State hold many goals, according to Jeffrey (2020) a main goal is to grow and advance global accomplishment. They aim to do this by introducing new terrorists or potential terrorist beyond current recruitment areas, which they will then be able to train. As Byman (2015) suggested that the organisation’s influence is growing. However, Barcelo et al (2018) implied that by Islamic State carrying out and ordering terror attacks, it could be an indicator that they are extremely violent, therefore reducing their own supporters and chances of recruitment. Furthermore, Pipes (2004) implied that the Jihadist group’s conclusive goal is to spread and solicit the Islamic law internationally, which is their biggest threat. Byman (2015) implied that during 2011 Islamic State’s aspirations and intent increased, followed by their organisation as they gained power over Syria. The organisation’s goals is deemed to be politically focused, as they are aiming for their own government where Muslims would be under Islamic legislation. Thus, terming Islamic State to be ‘terrorists’ as their motives and goals lead to them controlling territory gained by carrying out acts of extreme violence, while remaining a threat internationally. 
Secondly, Islamic states structure involves an event which occurred in Manchester at the end of a concert in the arena. This tragic event occurred in March 2017, carried out by a 22 year old British Muslim, Salman Ramadan Abedi (Parveen, 2011). The attack was carried out by Salman Abedi, who detonated a bomb which was placed inside a rucksack at the time of the attack. This happened due to the fact that Islamic State had radicalised Salman Abedi. Anderson (2017) implied that the media, the United Kingdom Government and public services all recognised this to be an act of terrorism under UK legislation. Therefore, claiming Islamic State to be termed as a ‘terrorist’.
According to Golder et al (2004) the first legal response to acts of terrorism only date back to the 20th century. While looking at the terror attack in Manchester, Anderson (2017) suggested that the United Kingdom public services, especially the police force reacted rapidly to this attack. While the city of Manchester came together in solidarity, it was found that Salman Abedi had already been a person of interest on the MI5 radar prior to the attack. This led to the MI5 and police force facing serious developments. A main development recommended was to complete all investigations of terror threats, regardless of their ideology. 
In order to prevent future terror attacks the United Kingdom Government introduced during 2006 a ‘terror threat level’ ranging from one to five. Currently, the United Kingdom is at a level three, which is substantial (Government Digital Service, 2012). Additionally, the United Kingdom introduced the Counter-Terrorism and Border Security Act [2019]. This held the aim of ensuring that the police force and intelligence agencies, such as the MI5, are able to safeguard the country from threats relating to terrorism and acts of extreme violence.
Lastly, Islamic States method consists of lone wolf attacks, as Phillips (2011) suggests that a lone wolf attack can be carried out with numerous methods. With the attacker being more likely to choose acts including bombing, hostage situations, unconventional attacks or armed attacks. However, the Secret Service (2015) stated that Islamic State are very likely to use suicide methods of attack. Cohen (2012) suggests that by individuals having access to the internet it is now more straightforward and effortless to become involved in these extreme views, which often then leads to a radicalisation process. Additionally relating to lone wolf terrorism, Spaaij (2009) found that lone wolf terrorists usually have a high level of psychological disturbance, therefore making them vulnerable.
In addition, the Secret Service (2015) suggested that a terror attack can take place through an individual, a vehicle or the post. Furthermore, Islamic state have carried out terror attacks in the form or method of shootings. As in mid-2015, the organisation claimed liability over a shooting attack in Tunisia.  
According to Veldhuis (2009) the events of two terrorist attack in the early 2000’s caused a European public debate. This debate resulted in two fresh concepts; Home-grown terrorism and radicalisation. Radicalisation has become a main source regarding studies involving terrorism (Kundani, 2012). Juita (2021) implied that the development and evolution of technology and connections has seen warfare; the engagement involved with war or conflicts, convert from conventional to a psychological warfare. As a Government funded strategy known as counter-terrorism was developed as an attempt to obstruct terrorism. A main source enabling terrorist groups, in this case Islamic State, to radicalise individuals efficiently and effectively is technological advancements. Milton (2016) found that Islamic States propaganda attempts with regards to their enemies, sympathizers and supporters resulted to be disturbing and distracting. As proposed by Wilkinson (2007) there is a direct link between terrorism and the media. Elaborating on this Wilkinson (2007) explains how terrorist groups are able to use technology and social media as a platform for their propaganda war, becoming a form of manipulation and radicalisation. Juita (2021) stated that Islamic State had captivated attention globally as a result of their advanced approach to the use of the internet, particularly Twitter. An example where Islamic State successfully carried out radicalisation would be Shamima Begum, who travelled to Syria in 2015 in order to support Islamic State (Sabbagh, 2021). Lister (2015) stated that the power of Islamic State has seen just below 20,000 Muslims from around ninety countries join the terrorist organisation. Byman (2016) shared that Islamic state has more supporters and recruits than other terrorist groups, such as Al Qaeda, there for having successfully achieved more than Al Qaeda ever did. 
Furthermore, Islamic State could be used to term them as a terrorist due to the fact that they carry out acts of extreme violence, which under the United Kingdom’s definition allows them to be termed as one. Evidence of this was shown by Rosenblatt et al (2019), as suggested that during 2016 the organisations leader at the time, Abu Mohamed al-Adnani inspired and motivated supporters to carry out terror attacks through the use of propaganda. Which did unfortunately lead to extreme violence. One attack during this period killed 43 individuals in an airport in France. 
On the other hand, when looking at whether Islamic State should be termed as ‘terrorists’, Byman (2016) states that the groups fundamental nature is being misapprehended. By labelling the group as ‘terrorists’ it is becoming misleading. Due to the misunderstanding from nations, the groups threat has not decreased despite efforts. 
To conclude, Islamic State would be termed as a ‘terrorist’ under both national and international definitions, due to the fact that terrorist groups are politically focused, which the organisation prove to be due to their attacks (Wagemakers, 2015). This is shown by their aim of creating a new government to control Muslims under Islamic Law. Additionally, Connable et al (2017) stated that the organisation are still relentlessly motivating and influencing vulnerable individuals to commit acts of violence, shown with their methods such as lone wolf attacks. Therefore, causing a threat to the public, meaning that they should be termed a ‘terrorist’. Although, Bruce (2013) implied that a consensus definition still remains elusive, Islamic State will remain formerly known as terrorists. 
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