Title-Conduct a literature review that critically examines academic and policy-based perspectives on key UK counter terrorism legislation and concepts using a case study to explore how these frameworks have been applied in practice

Introduction
This literature review  will critically examine  academic and policy based perspectives on key counter terrorism legislation and concepts and will also explore how these frameworks have been applied in practice. The case study that will be used throughout this review to aid in the examination is the 2017 London Bridge Attack. On the 3rd of June 2017 three Islamists drove a bridge into pedestrians on London bridge before then stabbing people in and around pubs in the nearby Borough Market(EBSCO,2017). Eight people were killed in this attack and 48 were wounded with the three attackers being shot dead by police eight minutes after the incident was reported(London Ambulance Service,2024).
Alot of different policing frameworks and concepts were used within this case with some examples the Terrorist Act 2000,Conterterrorsim and security Act2015 and most notably PREVENT and CONTEST(Hill,2018). The goal of this interview will be to closely examine these academic and policy based perspectives on key UK counter terrorism legislation presented within the case study of the London Bridge attack 2017 and how they were applied in practice.
This review will be structured in a way in which all variables and information will be covered with it first starting with the breakdown of the conceptual and theoretical framework then a chronological review of the key UK counter-terrorism legislation. This will then be followed up with looking deeper into the case study of the London Bridge attack and examining at how these legislative and conceptual frameworks function in reality. After that a synthesis critically evaluating  the main themes and gaps or future concerns with the presented frameworks and finally conclusion to summaries what the review has shown .
Conceptual and theoretical framework 
To understand and evaluate the Uk counter-terrorism legislation and its framework we must first unpack the two concepts that are the basis of the UKs frame work with it being terrorism and radicalization. The act  of terrorism is defined within the UK within the Terrorism Act 2000. This act defines terrorism  as the use or threat of different actions including serious damage to property, creating a risk to health and more and where they are also designed to influence goverments,organisations and public through intimidation. The use of threat must also be for the purpose of advancing a political ,religous,racial or ideological cause(Crown Prosecution Service,2019). This definition allows acts of terrorism to be more easily Identifiable by not only police when identifying or responding to an incident but also by courtrooms and judges when they are in the need to pass judgement on a case. However, there are many faults that come with this like the fact that there is a potential for overreach as the definition is very broad and can lead to the Criminalization of acts or speech that may not be directly related to terrorism (Horne,2010)
Radicalization within the UK is defined by the PREVENT national programme and is defined as when a person develops extreme views or beliefs that support different views like terrorist groups or extreme political beliefs(Home Office,2022). This definition gives an easy way to understand what radicalization is and the framework that presents this definition was made to help identify and deal with individuals who are believed to be victims of radicalization with that strategy being the PREVENT strategy(Home Office,2024) Prevent is a national programme that aims to stop people from becoming terrorists or supporting terrorism and it does this by ensuring that people who may be more susceptible to radicalization are offered appropriate interventions and are protected from these influences. Although this programme may initially seem well developed and allows for those in more vulnerable communities to be protected against these influences it has been argued that many vulnerable communities feel targeted by this strategy due to the fact that it leads to communities like the Muslim community to have a sense of being viewed through a security lens and concerns of discrimination for that community due to stereotyping may being a cause for referrals(Choudhury et al,2011) both these frameworks show that UK counter terrorism functions as preventive governance a dynamic clearly reflected in legislative and operational responses to the London Bridge attack, discussed in later sections.
 Review of key UK counter Terrorism Legislation
Since the 2000s the UK has expanded their legislation on counter terrorism with the new introduced legislation which reflects efforts to balance security needs with the protection of civil liberties. This evolving framework demonstrates a change towards a government more focused on preventing these tragedies from even being to be acted out and so these measures aimed at identifying and managing potential risks before they escalate into violence as noted within the previous section. The following section reviews the major legislation and debates that underpin this approach and links them to the context of the 2017 London Bridge attack. 
The first major legislation that will be covered within this section is the Anti-Terrorism and security act 2001(ATCSA). This piece of legislation is one of many first early expansions of UK counter-terrorism powers in the wake of the 9/11 incident and was introduced as an emergency response to the 9/11 attacks in the united states and this legislation is authorized the detention of foreign nationals  if suspected of terrorism(UK goverment,2001) this original form of the legislation comes with many flaws with one of the main ones being the fact that once a foreign national was detained they could be detained indefinitely without a trial which is a major violation of article 5 of the European convention on human rights and in turn also leads to discrimination due to the fact that certain foreign groups like Muslims(AL Jazeera,2022) especially due to the fact that this legislation was put in place post 9/11 and so they  would be more likely to be detained again causing a infringement on human rights.(ECHR,2005) this legislation was later changed due to its incompatibility with the humans right act and so all together shows that the UKs counter terrorism legislation is prone to adaptation as time goes on in the hopes of making it more valid and reliable within future incidents.
The next piece of UK counter-terrorism legislation that will be covered is The Counter-Terrorism and Security Act 2015 (CTSA) this piece of legislation was the basis of the frame work for the preventive security framework or PREVENT that was mentioned in the previous section(University of warwick,2015) however, most notably through the introduction of the statutory Prevent duty, which requires public-sector institutions to identify and report signs of extremism the Act also  expanded executive powers by tightening rules on temporary exclusion orders, enabling passport seizure, and strengthening surveillance capabilities. Critics argue that CTSA 2015 deepened the racialization and securitization of everyday public services, embedding counter-terrorism logics into routine institutional practices and amplifying concerns about civil liberties (Austlii,2016). This legislation again shows how UK Legislation points more towards the prevention of these acts from taking place before they can occur however both examples within this section have shown that certain civil liberties and the safety of certain communities are at risk when it comes to these Acts due to there selective nature. We will be able to see all frameworks and legislation previously mentioned in action within the next section.
Case study: the 2017 London Bridge attack 
As explained within the introduction  the 2017 London Bridge Attack. On the 3rd of June 2017 three Islamists drove a bridge into pedestrians on London bridge before then stabbing people in and around pubs in the nearby Borough Market(EBSCO,2017). This attack provides insight into how the UKs counter-terrorism framework operates in practice and gives strengths and weaknesses to these legislations and frameworks Aswell. The first framework that will be mentioned within this case study will be PPREVENT under the counter terrorism and security act 2015. Within this case one of the three attackers named Khuram Butt was already known to M15 and had been referred to PREVENT before this incident took place(Intelligence and security committee of parliment,2018). However he was not judged as an “imminent threat” which shows that there may be a lack of effectiveness when it comes to the PREVENT scheme and how some cases like the case of Khuram slip through the cracks of agencies who have the PREVENT scheme implemented.
Another piece of legislation that can be seen within this case study is the Terrorism Act 2000, this piece is legislation can be seen through a wide variety of factors including the operational responses, rapid arrests and examination of the whole incident, which can be seen as a strength due to the fact that without this piece of legislation non of these measures would have been prepared to be put into place once the incident occurred and respondents would not have been as responsive to the incident with policing responding and shooting one of the attackers 8 minutes after the call was made to the authority's as mentioned within the introduction(Pool re Admin,2019). This shows that even when the UKs counter terrorism legislation is mostly to prevent these incidents from occurring there is still effective legislation in place to combat these attacks.
To sum up this case study London Bridge demonstrates both the ambition and the limitations of the UK’s preventive counter-terrorism model: although a wide range of legislative tools existed, the attack still occurred, highlighting persistent tensions between pre-emption, civil rights, resources, and the unpredictability of individual behavior.
Synthesis and conclusion  
All together, the literature on UK counter-terrorism shows that there is a constant conflict within the legislations of public safety and protection and protecting civil liberties and human rights. Over time UK has slowly become more focused on identifying risks before an attack happens with laws such as the Terrorism Act 2000 and the counter terrorism and security act 2015 which allow the government to monitor individuals gather data and attempt to intervene before any true damage is done however it has been argued that although things like surveillance are needed to fulfill these measures it still  causes a risk of profiling and a breach of the publics privacy and trust and also place a heavy burden on agencys who have to implement these measures like PREVENT in schools and other similar enviroments causing individuals to fall through the cracks like one of the attackers in the London bridge attack and so what can be found from this is that the UKs counter terrorism legislation needs to be changed in a way that allows for not only a preventable model to be presented but for it also to be prevented in a way that does not put civil liberties at risk

 



Reference list 
Pool Re Admin (2019). London Bridge / Fishmongers’ Hall Attack: Terrorism Post-Incident Report - Pool Reinsurance. [online] Pool Reinsurance. Available at: https://www.poolre.co.uk/terrorism-threat-publications/london-bridge-fishmongers-hall-attack/.
‌

Intelligence and security Committee of Parliment (2018). The 2017 Attacks: What needs to change? [online] isc.independent.gov.uk. Available at: https://isc.independent.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/20181122_HC1694_The2017Attacks_WhatNeedsToChange_Accessible.pdf.
‌

Austlii (2016). Methven, Elyse; Carter, David --- ‘Serious Crime Prevention Orders’ [2016] CICrimJust 26; (2016) 28(2) Current Issues in Criminal Justice 227. [online] Available at: https://classic.austlii.edu.au/au/journals/CICrimJust/2016/26.html [Accessed 7 Nov. 2025].
‌

University of Warwick(2015). The Prevent Duty. [online] Available at: https://warwick.ac.uk/services/wss/about/prevent/.
‌

Al Jazeera (2022). Decades after 9/11, Muslims battle Islamophobia in US. [online] www.aljazeera.com. Available at: https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2022/9/11/decades-after-9-11-muslims-battle-islamophobia-in.
‌

ECHR (2005). HUDOC - European Court of Human Rights. [online] Coe.int. Available at: https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#.
‌

UK Government (2001). Anti-terrorism, Crime and Security Act 2001. [online] Legislation.gov.uk. Available at: https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2001/24/contents.
‌

Choudhury, T. and Fenwick, H. (2011). Equality and Human Rights Commission Research report 72 The impact of counter-terrorism measures on Muslim communities. [online] Available at: https://www.equalityhumanrights.com/sites/default/files/research-report-72-the-impact-of-counter-terrorism-measures-on-muslim-communities.pdf.
‌

Home Office (2024). Prevent duty guidance. [online] GOV.UK. Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/prevent-duty-guidance.
‌

Home Office (2022). Get help if you’re worried about someone being radicalized. [online] GOV.UK. Available at: https://www.gov.uk/guidance/get-help-if-youre-worried-about-someone-being-radicalised.
‌

Crown Prosecution Service(2019). Terrorism | The Crown Prosecution Service. [online] Available at: https://www.cps.gov.uk/types-crime/terrorism.
‌

EBSCO Information Services, Inc. | www.ebsco.com. (2017). Southwark Borough of London Attacks (2017) | EBSCO. [online] Available at: https://www.ebsco.com/research-starters/diplomacy-and-international-relations/southwark-borough-london-attacks-2017.
London Ambulance Service(2024). Paramedic recalls terrifying London Bridge attack in BBC Ambulance and how it changed his career - London Ambulance Service NHS Trust. [online] London Ambulance Service NHS Trust - accidents, traffic accidents, car, vehicle. Available at: https://www.londonambulance.nhs.uk/2024/12/02/paramedic-recalls-terrifying-london-bridge-attack-in-bbc-ambulance-and-how-it-changed-his-career/.
Hill, M. (2018). THE WESTMINSTER BRIDGE TERRORIST ATTACK 22 ND MARCH 2017 OPERATION CLASSIFIC A REPORT ON THE USE OF TERRORISM LEGISLATION by Max Hill QC Independent Reviewer of Terrorism Legislation. [online] Available at: https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5abb6ea1e5274a1aa5933964/IRTL-Westminster_Bridge_Attack_Report_March_2018..pdf.
Horne, A. (2010). Key Issues for the New Parliament 2010. [online] Available at: https://www.parliament.uk/globalassets/documents/commons/lib/research/key_issues/key-issues-reviewing-counter-terrorism-legislation.pdf.
‌

‌

‌

‌

