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Introduction
The word ‘terrorism’ is very broad in terms of its definitions due to the significant number of definitions there are as well as how they are constantly change over time. However, most definitions can be linked closely through the terminology and examples they use. This evidence can be seen in the study proposed by Schmid and Jongman in 1988. They provided statistics on the words and phrases that were most commonly used when defining terrorism. There are a few different approaches to defining terrorism and these are legal, academic, and political. These all bring different viewpoints and wordings. By investigating how different definitions compare and differ will give a better understanding on why certain events are declared terrorist attacks as well as learning the positives and negatives of different interpretations. From having a variety of different definitions means problems arise surrounding understanding terrorism and policing terrorism. To help discuss the idea of terrorism further, examples of terrorist groups and lone wolf terrorism will be analysed, and these will be compared to the different working definitions of terrorism to see whether they fit into the specific criteria. The motives, ideology and structure of these terrorist groups will be looked at in depth which could aid future policing by stopping the crime before it occurs.  Any future recommendations will be stated to aid this improvement. 


















Main body
When defining terrorism as a whole, many words and phrases are used more frequently. In 1988, a study was conducted by Schmid and Jongman to gather specific statistics. The aim of the study was to understand the term terrorism and why there is a lack of consensus when defining it. They wanted to use the responses to create an academic consensus of what terrorism is. They did this by gathering one hundred and nine scholars and analysing each of their definitions of terrorism. Within these, Schmid and Jongman identified twenty-two different words which were most frequently used such as: fear, political and violence. From highlighting the most common words allowed them to derive a new definition of terrorism which included the majority of the important terms (Blackbourn, Davies and Taylor, 2013). 

Problems surrounding a lack of consensus.
By having so many different definitions of terrorism causes many problems to arise. According to Richardson (1999), “The term terrorism has become so widely used in so many contexts as to become almost meaningless”. Definitions have been thrown into the air, making people unsure what to believe or follow which has caused confusion for the public. This has put pressure on the police which has made it difficult for them to combat this specific crime as they don’t have the public’s full cooperation when dealing with this phenomenon. This, therefore, makes policing terrorism very hard as there has been a full disregard for any serious endeavour to prevent terrorism as a logical concept (Richards, 2014). In addition to this, a lack of a definition could encourage terrorism. Terrorists will believe they will get away with a terrorist attack due to the general confusion surrounding what terrorism is. It provides them at an advantage to counter upon this and commit the crime more easily. To prevent terrorism there needs to be an effective, universal definition of what terrorism is (Schmid, 2004). 

Legal definition 
Defining terrorism can be approached in three different ways which are legal, academic, or political. They all offer different viewpoints which can be seen both positively and negatively (Breen Smyth et al. 2008). Firstly, a legal definition uses the application of relevant legislation to provide a framework for people to view and prevent terrorist attacks occurring. In the Terrorism Act 2000 under subsection 1(a) states that terrorism means the use or threat of action where the action falls under subsection 2. Subsection 2 lists this criterion as causing serious harm against a person, serious damage to property, endangers a person’s life which is not the perpetrators, creates a serious health and safety risk for the public or is designed to seriously interrupt an electronic system. Subsection 1(b) mentions that this use of threat is designed to influence the government and subsection 1(c) presents that the threat is made for the purpose of advancing a religious, racial, ideological or political cause. Subsection 3 discusses the use or threat of action which is listed in subsection 2 and involves the use of firearms and explosives whether or not the criteria is met for subsection 1(b) Terrorism (2000). The action includes anywhere outside the United Kingdom as well as planning, assisting, or collecting data on how to commit terrorist attacks is also classed as terrorism. Anyone found to be involved in these acts will be convicted under the terrorism legislation (Cps.Gov.UK, 2023). Having a legal definition is very important when sentencing an offender. Everyone involved can have access to the relevant legislation, but it is the judge’s role to take into account the law and see whether the offenders’ actions fit into the specific criterion. In addition, all legislation is laid out clearly into different acts, sections and subsections which speeds up court proceedings as well as keeping a trial fair (Courts and Tribunals Judiciary, 2022). On the other hand, due to each legislation being quite complex, this can therefore, lead to offenders becoming confused as they haven’t got the knowledge like a judge would have, putting them at a disadvantage. 

Academic definition 
Secondly, another approach to terrorism can be academic. Experts from a psychoanalysts and sociologists background have different viewpoints on terrorism. However, social psychologists conclude that terrorism cannot be understood from an individual perspective in terms of psychopathy, but it arises from group processes and dynamics (McCauley and Segal, 2009). Lone wolf terrorism, also known as solo-actor terrorism, counteracts this definition by a social psychologist because it highlights how this single actor undertakes ideological terrorism, especially in a religious or political way. Their motives, methods and aims arise from their own thought processes and it’s performed on their own without any group discussions. The rise of technology has allowed a spike in lone wolf terrorism from the easy access to laptops which has allowed them to become very knowledgeable about targets, tactics, how to launch a terrorist attack and what weapons they need to utilise (Feldman, 2013). An example of lone wolf terrorism is the Manchester arena attack. On the 22nd of May 2017, a man named Salman Abedi detonated an explosive device in the foyer area of the Manchester arena during the Ariana Grande concert, resulting in twenty two innocent people dying (Yosipof, Woo and Komendantova, 2023). Salman Abedi planned this attack over a long period of time as he carried out hostile reconnaissance on three different occasions before the attack occurred. His motives were to kill as many people as possible along with himself and destroy our freedom and leisure. His thought processes were inspired by the Islamic state to commit the attack which links back to the religious aspect and how the attack was performed individually. In summary, this case study wouldn’t fit into the criteria laid out by social psychologists in their definition of terrorism which, therefore, lacks clarity and knowledge on the different types of terrorist attacks because there not all carried out by terrorist groups (Saunders, 2021). 

Political definition 
Lastly, a political definition of terrorism is mainly aimed at the victims rather than the criminals behind the act. The prime minister of Malaysia, called Mohamad Mahathir, announced his view on terrorism. He stated, “whether the attackers are acting on their own or on the orders of the government; whether they are regulars or irregulars, if the attack is against civilians, then they must be considers terrorists (Maskaliunaite, 2002)”. To summarise this, the prime minister is saying that anyone attacking civilians must be considered a terrorist despite their motives. When analysing this definition, it can be critiqued because not all attacks are just against civilians but against buildings too. On 11th September 2001, an Egyptian engineer called Mohammed Atta, piloted the plane which crashed into the north tower of the world trade centre in America and just sixteen minutes and twenty-nine seconds later the south tower was attacked as well. The whole attack was carried out by nineteen terrorists which killed three thousand people (Hewitt, 2008). This means they are more likely to be regulars as they have formed a group and have planned the attack for a long time as well as putting thousands of pounds into making sure the attack was successful. Due to politics being so open with the media, means their definition needs to fit the public’s requirements of terrorism. They are required to please the public, so by focussing their definition on how it affects civilians will achieve trust and popularity. If they didn’t include anything regarding the public within their definition it would affect their communication with the public and the response, they would receive back from the public would be minimal (Bruce, 2013). 

Comparison of the three definitions 
All three of the definitions provide valid points but they need altering to make them clearer. They prove that there is no globally agreed definition as they provide viewpoints from different backgrounds which causes confusion (Ramsay, 2014). They bring different viewpoints to suit their line of work. The legal definition is knowledgeable but complex which is required as it assists in the prosecution of a criminal. It includes any possible way terrorism can occur as well as the planning stages before. The academic definition looks at terrorism from the mind of the criminal as their work is based on psychology and why certain thought processes and actions occur. Lastly, a political definition focusses on the victims of the phenomenon and how it will impact their lives. This is important as politics are so widely spread in the media. Keeping the public on their side is their priority to assist in the policing of terrorism (Meisels, 2009). These three definitions compare in terms of how broad and vague they are. The legal definition has too much content within it, academically it only mentions group processes and politically it just focusses on the victim, when terrorism has a lot of involvement with the attacker. They all need to summarise the key points to keep it clear and concise (Greene, 2017). 






Conclusion
To conclude, defining terrorism is a word which many people struggle to define and there are many controversies surrounding it. This was proved by the study conducted by Schmid and Jongman as they highlighted twenty-two different words which were prominent in the definitions from one hundred and nine scholars. By gathering this information allowed them to form their own definition of terrorism. By looking at terrorism in a legal, academic, and political manner, assisted when comparing the similarities and differences these definitions presented. In addition, by comparing and contrasting the 3 types of definitions with real life examples of terrorist groups, helped with the understanding of what needs to be altered to fit all terrorist attacks. This was significant, particularly in the academic approach which viewed terrorism as group processes. Lone wolf terrorism contradicted this definition as everything a lone wolf terrorist does is alone without interacting with others. The legal definition was very informative and aids prosecution; however, it is very complex and very broad. Finally, the political definition is aimed at the people it is affecting. The attack on the towers counteracted this because it was an attack on the buildings and the definition only mentions attacking people directly. By aiming a definition at the public links closely with policing terrorism, as without gaining the public cooperation will make policing terrorism harder. Overall, more knowledge needs to be used in the thought process of defining terrorism to make a clearer and more concise definition everyone can follow.
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