Introduction
Within this assignment examples of UK counter terrorism legislation will be used to discover how these concepts were used during the 7/7 London bombings as this is the case study provided. Throughout the assignment there will be statistics of the impact the London bombings had on the public. The findings included will be the legislation that was provided for the London bombings which will be compared to discover if the legislation provided has a positive or negative impact. The other legislation that will be provided is the legislation that changed due to the bombings which will be included as part of the comparison. Finally, there will be an argument whether the legislation provided are reliable before and after the attack.  According to (British Transport Police) on 7 July 2005 four suicide bombers struck tube stations on the London Underground which consisted of the four stations which included Aldgate, Edgware Road and Russell Square with the fourth bombing on a bus. After the 7/7 bombings happened 52 people were killed, and 770 other people were injured due to the incident. Finally, there will be a conclusion to summarise the findings conducted on this case study.
Main Body
Statistics of the 7/7 London bombings
[bookmark: _Int_i9HJIxX2]There was a number of people who were affected by the incident with multiple people killed at different tube stations. Bird et al (2025) states that the bombings resulted in six people who died at Edgware Road, seven people at Aldgate, 26 people at Russell Square and 13 people at Tavistock Square. This gathers that many individuals who witnessed this incident have been affected by the major incident since it happened and are still affected to this day. Many members of the public were attended to at the scene of the incident with the ambulance service arriving in a matter of minutes. (London Ambulance Service, 2025) gathers that hundreds of paramedics attended the incident and rushed to more than 400 patients who were treated with the horrific injuries due to the impact of the bombings. Another statistic is after the attacks the number of passengers for Transport for London dropped immediately as the impact would have made members of the public fear to use the transport not knowing if it could happen again or not. (Transport for London, 2005) illustrates that “in the weeks immediately following 7 July, LU passenger numbers were down around 10-15 per cent on weekdays and 20-25 per cent at the weekends.” This explains that members of the public were afraid to use public transport and would have been worrying that an attack could possibly happen again anywhere around London.
Key findings of 7/7 London bombings
[bookmark: _Int_bi5ptFNb][bookmark: _Int_WJQJVp7i]One of the key findings included is the legislation that was provided for the major incident which was the Terrorism Act 2000. According to (CPS, 2025) the terrorism act is defined as in the UK and outside of the UK as a threat to endanger members of the public’s lives. The other actions that are included in this act are violence against an individual or property or imposing a high risk of health and safety to the public. Under the Terrorism Act 2000 the powers that the police have from this act is the responsibility of arresting suspects and extending the detention of an individual which would have been used after the incident occurred as it was a terrorist attack. (Home Office, 2024) explains that under Section 41 of Terrorism Act 2000 a police officer has the power to arrest an individual who is suspected of a terror related incident without needing a warrant. These arrests can also lead to being able to extend the detention period by a maximum of 14 days instead of the standard maximum of 4 days. Another diverse way the police service had power was by being able to use stop and search in response to the attack on London. Under Section 43(1) of Terrorism Act 2000 this allows police constables to stop and search an individual who they believe are suspicious of being involved within any activity involving a terrorist attack (Home Office, 2024). Another Section that was an advantage was Section 43 (4B). (legislation.gov.uk, 2025) states a police constable can search any vehicle if they believe that the person with the vehicle has evidence that may show concerns that the person is a terrorist. Whereas on the other hand there was new legislation brought into place due to the aftermath of the attack, this was the Terrorism Act 2006. (Home Office, 2006) declares that Section 1 of this act introduces a new offence which is the offence of encouragement of terrorism. If a person was to commit an offence under this section a statement can be published for members of the public to see that influences the public to carry out acts of terrorism. The reasoning for the Terrorism Act to be introduced is to have a quicker response to threats of terrorism due to the attack. This also introduced other new offences. (LexisNexis, 2025) gathers that one of the new offences is the power to extend the detainment of individuals suspected of terror related incidents up to a total of 28 days without charging the person suspected. This indicates that the police service can use these powers to their advantage to tackle terror related incidents or prevent them from happening if they find a member of the public suspicious. Another finding is that the counter terrorism strategy contest was publicly announced due to the aftermath of the incident which meant that the strategy had to be updated as soon as possible as it was produced in 2003, with the contest strategy consisting of the four main aims to prevent terrorist attacks. Home Office news team (2023) indicates the four aims of the contest strategy consist of pursue, protect, prepare and prevent. Prevent is to make sure members of the public do not support terrorism or not to be influenced by past incidents. Pursue is to prevent any terrorist attacks from happening anywhere in the UK. Protect is to improve the strength of protection against terrorist attacks. Finally prepare is to decrease the impact of a terrorist attack and reduce the chances of terrorist attacks moving forward. The main aim of this strategy was to be introduced after the incident so that the public could be reassured and gain trust and confidence back from members of the public which would mean preventing further attacks. (Gearson, 2015, p. 1038 – 1064) explains that “to reduce the risk to the United Kingdom and its interests overseas from international terrorism, so that people can go about their lives freely and with confidence.” 

Comparison of Terrorism Act 2000, Terrorism Act 2006 and Contest prevention strategy
The Terrorism Act 2000, Terrorism Act 2006 and contest prevention strategy have differences between the three as the contest strategy act was published sooner than expected to be prepared for any further attacks that the police service was unaware of due to the impact the 7/7 London bombings had on members of the public and the police service. Pervez and Coyle (2025) suggest that “It is one of four strands of the government's umbrella counter-terrorism strategy Contest and designed to support people at risk of joining extremist groups and carrying out attacks.” Another difference is between both terrorism acts. This is because of the offences that have been put in place due to the Terrorism Act 2006, with many arrests that were made after the incident took place. According to (Cobain, 2010) there was 280 arrests that were conducted because of terror related offences in 2005 with 190 of those being released, even though they were released there was an increase of members of the public who were charged and convicted. 
How reliable is the Terrorism Act 2000 and Terrorism Act 2006 within counter terrorism?
[bookmark: _Int_jpqep2MU]The Terrorism Act 2006 has shown that the legislation can be reliable to decrease the likelihood of an attack by bringing in new offences to for any individual who is receiving terrorist training. (Home Office, 2006) gathers that under Section 6 of the act the offence includes 3 elements. These include being provided with training or the skills and knowledge needed or helping assist in preparation of an attack. On the other hand, the legislation can be unreliable. This is because of how the legislation has expanded with the overview of multiple offences included leading to concerns from members of the public. (Independent Reviewer of Terrorism Legislation, 2025) explains that “Terrorist investigation is broadly defined, meaning that no specific offence need be suspected”. The Terrorism Act 2000 has illustrated that the legislation can also be reliable with the power of arrests being made and the possibility of extending an individual's detention. (Home Office, 2023) indicates that the police can arrest any person who is believed to be suspicious of involvements with a terror related offences without needing a warrant. This resulted in 32 individuals being arrested under Section 41 of the act with the possibility of an extension. Whereas the act was unreliable because of the aftermath of the bombings. It was believed that the issue was lack of intelligence which claims the failure of preventing the attack and the leader of the 7/7 bombings at the time was not thought of in consideration to the bombings as there was no awareness or belief that an attack was being planned. Casciani (2025) indicates that “The reason why the future 7/7 ringleader was put to one side in 2004 was that there was no substantial intelligence that he was actually planning an attack.”
Conclusion
In conclusion, there was a few statistics gathered to show the amount of people affected by the attack with the statistics being quite high due to the attack happening in four different locations as part of the attack stating the number of deaths and injuries due to the impact. There have been multiple key findings to discover which legislation was used before and after the 7/7 London Bombings with a counter terrorism strategy conducted which was Contest that consisted of four important objectives stated. The legislation was then examined with discussions understanding the legislation provided by explaining what they were and how the police can use their power to make even more arrests. The counter terrorism strategy was conducted as the main aim of the strategy is an important process when preventing further attacks. According to (Home Office, 2023) “The terrorist threat is enduring and evolving, so we must regularly review and adapt our response.” This led to the legislation being discussed by comparing the legislation to discover the positive and negative impacts of the legislation and finally there was an argument as to whether the legislation was reliable or not. This consisted of stating why and why it wasn't reliable before and after the attack.
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