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Introduction
Terrorism is a difficult term to accurately describe. ‘Terrorism is the systematic use of coercive intimidation’. (Wilkinson, 2011) Various words come to mind when the topic of terrorism arises in the news. Violence, Politics, Radicalisation and Power. These can have an impact on the world and can cause life-changing effects. Examining terrorism, asking questions is vital. ‘Why do individuals carry out such acts?’. This can help in understanding background information, to establish new methods for prevention of terrorism and to improve policing. In a way, understanding is the best form of prevention as it provides police and citizens with reliable intelligence, for example what can they be prepared for. 
The following essay will closely analyse one terrorist organisation, discussing their main ideology and structure. This will allow for a fair judgement for whether they should be considered ‘terrorist’ through relevant study of law and recorded evidence. The selected group is Islamic State.
Introduction to Islamic State
In June 2014, Islamic State a Terrorist group emerged, declaring itself a caliphate. The group quickly took control over large territories, notably including Syria and Iraq. In the process of seizing different areas, a set ideology was evident. Administering and controlling the concerned population in accordance with Islamic and Sharia Law. (BBC article, 2019) Despite Terrorism being a difficult term to understand, even the most subtle definition of it can relate to the actions of Islamic State in the early stages of the group’s development. In defining terrorism Hirschmann, 2000 stated it includes to ‘Weaken or even overthrow the incumbents, and to bring about political change’ the actions of the group meet these criteria. However, the criticism of this definition which will be discussed further, is that the scope is too wide, meaning the credibility and acceptance of who could in fact fall within this definition, whether being an individual or group could be questioned.
Famously led by Abu Bakr, who urged Muslim people to join IS territories to fight against non-believers of Islam. Additionally, brutal violence, mass murders and recorded beheadings became a part of the identity of the group. These recordings were deemed as messages created to promote fear and Islamic principles. (A., Shalteut 1977) Islamic State attracted attention through propaganda, an effective tool to control and manipulate populations. In research its evident that this tool played a major role in the rise and development of the group.  Modern technology such as social media, allowed presenting advanced propaganda material to a larger audience, contrary to previous terror groups. (Ali, 2015) It shows a trend that terrorism is evolving, making it harder to define.
March 2019, the territory held by ISIS had significantly reduced, leaving questions of the future. However, while the group is still active, no activities of significance have been carried out. The top US commander in the Middle East stressed the need to maintain "a vigilant offensive". The UN has said sleeper cells active in rural areas are seeking to undermine government authority, create an atmosphere of lawlessness, and sabotage reconciliation.

IS has suffered substantial losses, but the UN has said it still reportedly controls between 14,000 and 18,000 militants in Iraq and Syria. The main issue of the future is if the group can somehow regain power, or if there is a break off organisation formed from it. The future of the group is hard to predict, but with political and religious unrest in the Middle East region, a stronger Islamic State uprising is not completely unpredictable. (BBC article, 2019)

Discussion
In applying the term terrorism, looking at how the modern definition was formed is important. It can be argued that the 19th and 20th Century laid the Ideological foundation for Terrorist organisations today. (Shibley (2002) A question posed by many people especially military, politicians and religious individuals is how terrorism was injected into religion and beliefs. As Islamic State are heavily religion orientated, this is of value. It could explain that Islamic State were formed off the back of religion, and as it has been ‘injected’, potentially changing how terrorism is applied. 
 The oxford dictionary describes Terrorism as “the unlawful use of violence and intimidation, especially against civilians, in the pursuit of political aims.” Even though this looks like a sound definition, the way the term has been used is unclear, therefore has been exploited by just and oppressive nations. So, a more accurate definition would be “any persons or group who purposely target innocent civilians for political or ideological ends” (Schmid, 2004) Also, it is important to see the difference between innocent civilians and military personnel. The media seem to display bias and inconsistencies between these two, and confusing these terms is dangerous. If this is the case, then every nation involved in for example, World War two, would have committed terrorist actions. Another example that brings a good argument is the US bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. It killed at least 130,000 civilians. (Donald (16 August 2013) Many professionals will strongly argue that there is no difference between dropping a bomb from a plane or from a car bomb, from Islamic State. Not to look at this too deeply, but in this example, both the pilot and terrorist are aware their actions will target innocent civilians, therefore both must hold similar ideologies to justify their actions. However, the application of Terrorism will be different. The ’pilot’ will be considered doing their job. It shows a definite issue with ‘Terrorism’ as a term.
An issue with applying Terrorism is that the modern view is too ‘superficial’. By labelling terrorism as the product of Islamic State that can be confronted and destroyed, without regard to their aims or to the reasons they succeed in terrorism causes an unbalanced definition. Ignoring valuable facts such as to why people feed into terrorist ideology, provide almost a one-dimensional angle. For example, if a civilian chooses to join Islamic State as they share the same vision and does so on the feelings that it is ‘right’ to fight under Islamic State, should they be labelled a terrorist. One concept which may support this and is of relevance includes Utilitarianism. “The end may justify the means as long as there is something that justifies the end.” Their Morals and Ours (1938). What many people get from this quote is that there are no ends only means. There is an argument for Islamic State that what they are doing is justifiable because the acts they are committing are merely ‘wrongs committed to attain a good outcome’. The ends justify the means- Islamic State have not fulfilled their caliphate, thus an outcome cannot be measured, meaning Terrorism may not be applied to its full extent yet. ‘The expansion and defence of the Islamic state’. Peters (1977). This quote from Peters outlines the main principle the group has and is of relevance when determine to what degree Terrorism applies. Therefore, overall, in this argument it is difficult to judge and apply the term. 
The 19th and 20th Century was an important period, containing many conflicts and wars. Since the start of the Century, the US drone program has operated with an estimated 90% civilian death rate. Philosophers such as Sam Harris and others would state that the US “do not intend on targeting civilians like terrorists”. An argument can be made here on the basis that the US are knowingly accepting a 90% ‘civilian’ death rate. This is a substantial figure, and hearing it out of context, one would imagine a Terroristic act. It is a display of double standards. June 2015 Kuwait Mosque Bombings- 27 people dead from Islamic state suicide bomber. (Diebel, 2015) Two events, differently treated even though they should be treated the same. From this argument, fair ness and equality when implementing the word Terrorist especially to Islamic State, is missing making the definition when applied inconclusive and confusing. 
Terrorism has been described as having ‘changing faces’. Radicalisation in relation to the application of terrorism poses serious controversy. Radicalisation is the process by which “a person comes to support terrorism and extremist ideologies associated with terrorist groups". The issue arises regarding factors contributing to vulnerability. The change of political views or religious conversion is an example. Therefore, a more careful application of terrorism is warranted. 'One man's terrorist is another man's freedom fighter' (Roberts, 2002), gives rise to serious questions of doubt as to what constitutes a terrorist. In the 1960s in the UN General Assembly, it was implied by some leaders that terrorism was a response to real grievances, and thereby insinuating that it was justified. Implementing this through the view of Islamic State and followers, terrorism is permitted as a justifiable response to a threat to their religion. 
‘A look at terrorist behaviour: How they prepare, where they strike’ is an informative journal publication. It examines notorious Terrorist incidents, giving a detailed overview. An interesting section says, “Terrorists think globally but act locally”. An insight into terrorist's mindset and methods, showing the scale of planning that goes into it. It demonstrates how difficult it is to define a terrorist, and how the scene itself is not just to be analysed. It makes the term Terrorist difficult to simplify as many factors contribute to an individual's choses and actions. Influences coming globally, for example from the Middle East region, may not be translated or picked up correctly, allowing information behind the act to go missing. 
Many in the Middle East as well as in other parts of the world make the point that the definition of terrorism cannot be fully divorced from the degree to which the aim of the group is legitimate, and from the degree to which the power of the enemy it faces is overwhelmingly superior. Terrorism is seen as the weapon of the desperate and weak. However, the attacks carried out by Islamic State in Syria where a car bomb killed 51 people in a small village demonstrates a level of power. The fact Islamic State members bombed a remote village in Syria, shows they have control, and the people of the village were ‘desperate and weak’. The argument here provides detail that Islamic State committed a belligerent act of Terror. Once again defined by “the unlawful use of violence and intimidation, especially against civilians”. To finalise, even when Islamic state is labelled a Terrorist group, definitions which are generally accepted are not sufficient. For example, the systematic use of coercive intimidation (Wilkinson, 2011) and “the unlawful use of violence and intimidation, especially against civilians”. Both definitions are correct when Terrorism is accepted but one is more detailed and precise, whereas the first definition is broader. As a result, applying Terrorism is difficult, even if it is clearly identified. 


Conclusion
Nelson Mandela case:
The label terrorist is a strong term, and if mislabelled to an individual or organisation, it can have consequences. An issue during research was that people generalise the term too much. The focus revolves more around violence and deaths rather than the reasons behind the event. Although I strongly condemn terrorism, I believe I now understand the reasons behind it. A challenging example that opposes some of the ideas mentioned in the report is Nelson Mandela and his fight against the apartheid. He is labelled the "hero of oppressed people everywhere" around the world. However, Mandela was a co-founder in an armed wing group, which in fact conducted terror acts. The Johannesburg Magistrates Court Car bombings, May 1987, which killed 3 people, was carried out by the group. (O’Malley, 2021,) Similar acts which are carried out by Islamic State. This example shows levels of misunderstanding when using and applying terrorism.  ‘Terrorism is the systematic use of coercive intimidation’. (Wilkinson, 2011) This definition like so other many is accepted a set definition. However, there is evidence it is being undermined and misused. Therefore, suggesting it should be used more sparingly and is difficult to use in modern context. 
The term Terrorism plays on the morals, and whether something is right or wrong. Some people who commit a terror attack may feel that their actions are ‘right’. Most people will strongly disagree with this. However, there is an argument to be made that sometimes, people will act in desperation and emotions can get the better of people, especially when religion and livelihood is involved. Although, I disagree with the next point, some people may argue that Islamic State should not be considered a terrorist organisation. Beliefs and religion provide ISIS with enough justification to commit terror acts, while religion itself is a controversial topic, it could provide ISIS with the foundations to argue terrorism is permissible under Islamic Law, meaning the traditional definition of terrorism is ill informed about the practises of Islam and therefore, of no relevance. 
Analysing any term creates issue oversimplifying that term. Instead, it is more useful to evaluate evidence associated with it to personal opinions. The Nice terror incidence in France provided the basis of differing opinions. The attack occurred in October 2020, conducted by ISIS where three people died. Yan St-Pierre was connected to the case as Counter Terrorism Consultant. He described the attack as a direct message to France over tensions relating to Muslim states. He emphasised the overall importance of how and where the attacks happen. In cases like these, there appear to be a change in political or religious climates, where individual actors even if they have no connection to terror groups, take it upon themselves to commit an attack. Other people may state that values and beliefs that oppose Terror cells are the main significant cause and that the lack of understanding of therefore more and more incidents are happening. 
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