Terrorism and Public Service Responses: Assignment 1.

There have been difficulties in defining terrorism as there is not a universally accepted definition, rather it remains a continuous debate (Carlile 2007).  There are numerous definitions that emphasis different attributes of terrorism, such as its indiscrimative nature, the focus on civilians or the disruption of public order (Staniforth 2014).  However, a recognised definition is of great importance for many reasons.  Firstly, a definition can help form understandings of why people resort to terrorism, as well as addressing the current level of threats.  It would also provide legal framework for the offence and help prevent future terrorist attacks through information on methods currently used by terrorists.  A recognised definition would also reduce the global threat posed from terrorism as it becomes more readily understood (Richardson 2007).  It is also argued that counter terrorism will be much more effective once a universal definition is put in place (Ganor 2013).  Former president of Lebanon Emile Lahoud stated in 2004 that ‘it is not enough to declare was on what one deems terrorism without giving a precise and exact definition’ (Schmid 2004).  One of the problems that causes the difficulty in defining terrorism is the differing approaches, of which are legal, academic and political.  Legal definitions seek to tackle terrorist activity through legislation, such as the Terrorism act in 2000.  Academic approaches tend to elaborate on existing definitions, and political definitions follow the implementation of counter terrorism legislation such as the introduction of counter terrorism strategies.
One definition proposed comes from Cooper In 2001, stating that ‘Terrorism is the intentional generation of massive fear by human beings for the purpose of securing or maintaining control over other human beings’.  This definition can be applied to organisations such as Al Qaeda in which committed terrorist attacks such as 9/11 in order to spread the idea of jihadism.  However, to analyse this definition properly it Is important to investigate a number of different approaches.  (Tilley 2004) emphasises that definitions of terrorism tend to focus on the deployment of threats and violence to those who oppose their political routines.  Whereas (Hoffman 2017) argues that it is the act of political violence by individuals of whom believe that their ideologies for change are only achievable through means of violence or violent threats.  From this, it is noticeable that all definitions contain an inclination to threat or fear, with Tilley and Hoffman highlighting the reasoning for this as political, although Coopers definition takes a broader approach explaining that its purpose is predominantly for securing control over others in oppose to sole political stances.  In addition to this, although it can be assumed that Coopers definition implies that the means of fear are necessary for its purpose it is not stated in fact, whereas Hoffman emphasises that their purposes can not be achieved in nonviolent ways.  Despite the subtle differences, the overall definitions remain very similar, with the broad approach being that terrorism involves the use of violence to achieve political goals.
There are implications for all three definitions.  For example, although terrorism is not a regarded as a crime limited to attacks on democracies.  The General Assembly separated terrorism from other forms of violence due to its political purposes (Saul 2008).  Meaning that in terms of legal approaches Cooper and Hoffman both lack a key element of terrorism, whereas Tilley specifies its purpose in opposing political routines.  However, Tilley as well as Hoffman stress the need for violence to be regarded as terrorism.  The Irish Republican Army can be used as evidence for this.  Although associated with violence, the IRA adopted peaceful methods of protesting (Derkins 2002). While considered a terrorist group, many of their protests were non-violent.  For example, hunger strikes, the blanket protest and the dirty protest were all forms of non-violent protesting adopted by the IRA.  However, violence is highly regarded as an aspect of terrorism.  As well as this Hoffmans ideology that the organisations motivations and goals are only achievable through violence can be of great debate.  This is because, while violence leads to mass coverage and media attention, many people of which the terrorist organisations are attempting to target may reject joining them as they like many people oppose violence.  Finally, it can be argued that what separated terrorism from other violent attacks is religion.  While controversial, various news coverages and other forms of media have been known to differentiate convicted terrorists and gunmen based on this.  Also shown by the larger and most recognised organisations such as ISIS, the IRA and Al Qaeda all having some form of religious ideology.
As there is no globally accepted definition for terrorism, the understanding and policing of it remains difficult.  Problems in policing terrorism date back to 9/11 and the responses to prevent further attacks.  For example, while no attacks occurred during the 2012 London Olympics, when asked about the possibility of an attack taking place, Sir Ian Blair, head of the Metropolitan Police at the time, admitted the difficulty in ensuring none are to go ahead (Hewitt 2008).  Showing that prevention is a great challenge of which is unlikely to be achieved.  In the aftermath of a major violent offence, public debates on whether the actions of the offender should be classed as terrorism or not become a hot topic, from which further debates erupt asking how the offender should be punished, due to the lack of understanding surrounding the offence (Huff and Kertzer 2017).  Police have previously attempted a situational crime prevention approach to policing terrorism, of which involves reducing the reward and opportunities of the crime (Bjorgo and Bjorgo 2013).  However, difficulties understanding the reasoning leads to problems preventing it. 
In recent years, the term terrorism has become increasingly popular following the rise of the Islamic State.  Responsible for a number of attacks on the western world including the Manchester arena bombing in 2017 and the Paris attacks in 2015 as well as various terrorist activity in the middle east, the Islamic State has quickly become one of the most prominent terrorist organisations in the world.  The Islamic State was first brought about following the US invasion of Iraq by Abu Masab al Zargawi.  Although, in 2010 Baghdadi took over the organisation and in 2014 it became known as the Islamic State, declaring itself a new caliphate as Baghdadi proclaimed himself as the Caliph.  By doing this, Baghdadi was declaring himself as the leader of all Muslims, allowing them to travel and join the Caliphate should they wish.  The organisation peaked in 2014, when the Caliphate was in control of over 100,00 square km and 11 million people.  Although the Islamic State does not hold a single specific ideological cause, their principles lie in the idea of Salafism specifically Jihadism.  Whilst being one of the least understood concepts of Islam, Jihad essentially refers to the physical struggle in the cause of God (Maher 2016).  As for their motives and goals, they aim to capture and govern territory, and carry out attacks on the west in the name of growing the Caliphate, Islam and Sharia on a global scale, similarly to the definition provided by Cooper.  The methods used by the Islamic State are often of a violent nature.  This is shown in the various attacks on the western world.  As well as this the Islamic State is known to engage in guerrilla warfare, in which military attacks are plotted against other non-state actors (Ganor 2015), provides an emphasis on violence in his definition this is likely going to cause intentional fear as mentioned by Cooper.  Ganor prefers to focus on violence in his definition of terrorism.  It has also been uncovered that their tactics in the middle east involve taking control of the economic and social infrastructures forcing the locals to join them in order to survive (Speckyhard and Yayla 2015), locals fear the worst should they not join them and are therefore scared into doing so.  Although Islamic State physical methods are violent, they are known to be one of the most effective organisations through media for purposes such as propaganda, radicalisation, recruitment and encouragement of lone wolf attacks.  Their methodology for recruitment can be shown in their campaign for western women.  It involves female supporters of whom have already joined the organisation, some of which hold a quasi-official status motivating women from the western world to join the Caliphate (Persisin 2015).
After analysis of the Islamic State, it can be argued that certain elements of it do and do not fit in with the definition provided by Cooper.  The definition can be broken down into two parts, the intentional generation of fear and its purpose of gaining control over other human beings.  The first part of which is evident in the Islamic States methods.  For example, it is no doubt that the attacks the Islamic State has claimed responsibility for have perpetrated fear through millions of people, as multiple casualties and fatalities are brought about by such violence.  The tech savvy nature of the organisation can also effectively spread fear.  Graphic videos showing the violent techniques used by the Islamic State against oppositions have been exploited to intentionally scare people (Molin-Friis 2015).  As for the purpose of controlling other humans, the Islamic State have purposely shared such videos in order to blackmail people into joining them instead of opposing them, providing evidence of their attempts to gain control over new people and radicalise them, radicalisation Is the process in which individuals move away from peaceful methods and are encouraged into violence over time (Della Porta 2018).  The ideology of the Caliphate and the Caliph can also be seen as an attempt for the leader of the Islamic State to cease control over all Muslims.  However, problems with the definition arise from it being too broad.  With the emphasis on political routines, Tilley’s definition can be more fitting as the organisations core movement is to install sharia law on a global scale as part of a political push (Belanger-McMurdo 2015).  Hoffmans mention of the need for violence can also be applied to the Islamic State.  It brings forward the discussion of whether it would be as well known today without their violent methods, in which the answer is arguably no.  Without the violent attacks including the Manchester arena bombings and the media coverage that follows, the Islamic State would likely not be as feared in the western world as the middle east.  Therefore, it is important to extract elements from a range of definitions to explain the Islamic State.  Proposing that Coopers suggested definition is too broad.  
To conclude, the definition provided by Cooper provides a solid overview and a simplified definition that can be accepted and used by the public.  However, politically and legally it is important to extract attributes from a wide range of definitions to ensure suspected terrorists are prosecuted appropriately, as creating intentional fear and gaining control over others may not be considered as a serious offence whereas the term terrorism widely is.  In 1988 Schmid and Jongman compiled 109 definitions of terrorism and identified 22 separate word categories.  Of which the most frequent were violence, political, fear and threat (Blackbourn, Davis and Taylor 2013).  Although conducted in 1988 and pre 9/11, the study shows the wide range of elements associated with terrorism highlighting the difficulties of a single sentence definition.  Of the 3 definitions analysed, all have their place in defining terrorism, a single combination of them may provide a better received definition, as it would cover all the most important elements in oppose to ongoing debates establishing their importance over another.  Therefore, the purposes of a universal definition are met, as it helps understand the various forms of reasoning people turn to terrorism, furthermore, identifying prevention methods.  Can also be used to provide legal framework without the need for debate.
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