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Terrorism is what secures political, religious, racial or ideology objectives (Home Office, 2020). Since the occurrence of terrorism, there have been two problems, failure to agree on a definition of terrorism and disagreements on dealing with a terrorist threat or attack. The international and national attempt to abolish terrorism have not pursued due to these two problems (Simpson, 2003). Most researches say, “one man’s terrorist is another man’s freedom fighter” (Ganor, 2010). The term terrorism was used back in 1793 to describe the French Revolution, the Reign of Terror. During this period, the government responded with harsh measures to the citizens seen as the Revolution enemies. After the Patriotic war in 1812, the ‘Guerrilla Warfare’ was formed (United Nations, 2018). Guerrilla Warfare targeted the military, whereas terrorist groups target civilians. Therefore, a terrorist group fight for national liberation and can not present itself as ‘freedom fighters’. An organisation is identified as terrorists when civilians are targeted (Ganor, 2010).


In the Terrorism Act 2000, Home Office (2020) identifies an organisation as terrorism if the organisation is displaying terrorism characteristics by committing acts of terrorism, organising terrorism, and encouraging terror by using unlawful glorification. The Act defines terrorism as an action that involves extreme violence to cause property damage, serious risk and harm to civilians, affecting their safety and endangering their lives. Their actions must influence the government, governmental organisations and the public to define their action as terrorism. The reasons for these actions must refer back to political, religious, racial or ideology. The organisation is proscribed under the Terrorism Act 2000 once the Home Secretary conducts the statutory test, analysing the following factors; the scale of activities conducted by the organisation, level of threat towards the UK and the growth and number of members of the organisation. The Terrorism Act 2000 consists of seventy-six international terrorist groups. The previous legislation proscribed fourteen Northern Ireland organisations (Home Office, 2020).


In 1921, Michael Collins and Prime Minister David Lloyd George agreed to an Anglo-Irish Treaty, referred to as the ‘Irish Free State’ (Powell 2009). During the republican movement, a civil war broke out between those for and against the Treaty debate. The Government of Ireland Act 1920 resulted due to the Treaty. Therefore, South Ireland was the Irish Free State known today as the Republic of Ireland. In contrast, Northern Ireland remains part of the UK. The Government did not inform the majority of Ireland’s population regarding this decision (Blake 2012). According to Powell (2009), removing all the British citizens was the Republicans goal during this time. The majority of Protestants politically and constitutionally aimed for Ulster to remain part of the UK and protected their union by forming an armed force. Moreover, they influenced the British Government. 
As Blake (2012) mentioned ensuring this decision was effective, three counties in Ulster, Donegal, Monaghan and Cavan, were placed in Southern Ireland on religious grounds. Ulsters’ remaining six counties remained in Northern Ireland, consisting of the original planters, and most of the population is Protestant. This decision has formed Northern Ireland, a new province. As this decision was formed by illegitimate, not the nationalists of Ireland, it should not have been a surprise when terrorism occurred. The majority of the unionists were Protestants who favoured Northern Ireland remaining part of the UK. In contrast, most nationalists were Catholics who wanted to leave the UK and consider Ireland a 32-county state. Moreover, Catholics who remained in Northern Ireland refused to sit in their Parliament.


In 1969, violence erupted in Northern Ireland, which the poorly treated Catholics carried out during the civil rights (Blake, 2012). The Provisional Irish Republican Army, referred to as the IRA and PIRA, was the largest terrorist group within Northern Ireland, Britain and Europe, the largest Irish republican paramilitary organisation. The group was formed in 1969 as a splinter group; this meaning they used to be a part of the Offical IRA (McKittrick and McVea, 2012). Their ideology is for Ireland to be United consisting of Irelands thirty-two counties and Northern Ireland not to be a part of the United Kingdom (Nimmons, 2017). In contrast, they wanted to remove all British civilians from physical force and political guile in Northern Ireland. Therefore, PIRA is a political organisation, whereas Boko Haram is a religious organisation (Hentz and Solomon, 2017).
When the PIRA first formed, they only had ten guns (Jackson, Baker and Chalk, 2005). For funding, the PIRA methods developed to carrying out fund-raising activities, kidnapping for ransom, money laundering, fraud, bombs, vehicle bombs and armed robberies, including banks, post officers and building societies. Many of these methods identified considerable sophistication and specialisation (Horgan and Taylor, 1999). The estimated annual income for the PIRAs is IR£10 million (Horgan and Taylor, 1997). The PIRA and Boko Haram both shared similar methods, such as kidnapping. Boko Haram kidnapped 276 school girls back in 2014 (Elden, 2014).


The PIRA was hierarchical in nature and were controlled by the Army Council of seven members. The organisation was organised into companies and brigades in the Northern Command, which covered the Province of Ulster, the nine counties, and the Southern Command located in Dublin (Nimmons, 2017).
Many wrongly believe that the General Army Convention (GAC) is the PIRA command structure’s central unit. A General Army Convention is an organised meeting of delegates from other structures in the PIRA. The GAC can include; active volunteers, prison representatives, Brigade officers such as Officer Commanding or Commandeering, and the Headquarters and Army Council members. The GAC aims for a meeting every two years; however, these can be delayed due to military purposes. In contrast, there have only been three GAC meeting in 1969, 1989 and 1996. The purpose of the GAC is to elect Army Executives (Horgan and Taylor, 1997). In the presentation, (Morrison, 2008) mentioned that the Army Executive is the next to presume the position, consisting of twelve experienced PIRA members. They aim to meet every six months; however, they can be delayed, like GAC meetings. They have the responsibility of observing and electing seven provisional members for the Army Council. Notably, the Executive will always consist of sex substitutes in readiness. 
The Army Council is the central unit of the PIRA, which are responsible for leadership and all military policies and organises the PIRA’s strategies and tactics. Security forces refer to them as a ‘management committee’. When the GAC are inactive, the Council is referred to as the ‘Supreme Authority’. However, the GAC must approve when the Council declare war or conclude peace (Horgan and Taylor, 1997). The Council consists of seven members who aim to meet once a month. The general decision-maker comes down to the Councils chairman, whom the Army Executive elects. These decisions are forwarded and managed by the General Headquarters (GHQ) and have done since the late 1970s. However, the Council has the power to reject decisions made by the GHQ and Northern and Southern Command (Morrison, 2008). The GHQ consists of 50 to 60 members, under ten departments: Quartermaster, Security, Operations, Foreign Operations, Finance, Training, Engineering, Intelligence, Education and Publicity (Jackson, Baker and Chalk, 2005).


The Provisional IRA targeted uniformed, for example, military/police Catholics or non-christian faith (White, 1997). However, the Royal Ulster Constabulary and Ulster Defence Regiment officers mainly consisted of Protestants (Dingley, 1998). According to Kowalski (2016), the PIRA pre-planned their killings. They pre-planned 87 per cent of their uninformed targets, deliberately 9.87 per cent, and by mistake less than three. Therefore, this suggests that the PIRA had a specific target with those with specific religious beliefs. The PIRA council set duty for a PIRA member, Sean O’Callaghan, to stalk a Royal Ulster Constabulary officer Peter Flanagan, preparing him for the time and place of the murder O’Callaghan (1999). 
Moreover, O’Callaghan found it more satisfying killing a uniformed catholic, as he saw them joining the force as a betrayal. Evidence suggests that the PIRA only intended to kill their target group (uniformed), as they did not pursue action to kill civilians when the opportunity was presented. In contrast, they would not kill a Protestant who may have witnessed when they killed their intended target. For example, in 1992, the PIRA shot a Protestant Royal Ulster Constabulary officer in front of his family and friends; however, they had no injuries. The PIRA claim that many civilians present at the PIRA killings were accidentally killed for self-defence or were mistaken identities (Kowalski, 2016).
The evidence above suggests that the PIRA focuses on killing their target group in uniform, regardless of whether they are on or off duty. These attacks would be carried out by using “under-car bombs, culvert bombs and ambushing loan off-duty security force members” (Nimmons, 2017). In contrast, if their target were on religion or culture, then others would have been pre-planned to kill or inflict harm during the operation (Kowalski, 2016).
The Government of Britain and Ireland were to have full responsibility for public safety over the PIRA actions. For example, the PIRA informed the security forces when they had set a bomb, leaving the forces responsible for detonating the bomb or ensuring that all civilians are safe (White, 2007). These methods did results in civilian casualties, which the PIRA declared was unintentional, which resulted in them apologising to the public occasionally (Kowalski, 2016). These tactics and methods link to the Terrorism Act 2000 (Home Office, 2020). Their actions involved extreme violence to cause property damage, serious risk and harm to civilians, affecting their safety and endangering their lives. Their actions influenced the government, governmental organisations and the public. Moreover, through the PIRA attacks, it is clear to see that they displayed terrorism characteristics, organised terrorism, and encouraged terror by using unlawful glorification (Home Office, 2020).


According to BBC (2019), on Sunday 30th January 1972, after being ordered to arrest, the Army Parachute Regiment wounded fifteen and killed thirteen people due to open fire. One of the Northern Irelands’ Troubles darkest days, known as ‘Bloody Sunday’. The civil rights march took place in Derry, where a total of 15,000 people gathered. The majority of the population in Derry were Catholics. The march’s arranged location was in the city centre; however, protesters were directed towards Free Derry by army barricades. The Northern Ireland Civil Rights Association organised the march to protest against internment. However, this type of protesting was banned by the Government of Northern Ireland (Stormont).
In contrast, soldiers were to police the march. Soldiers began using rubber bullets, tear gas and water cannons once the marchers were throwing stones. Minutes later, 21 soldiers began to fire bullets, with each round discharging 108 bullets. This violence spread throughout the Derry area, which resulted in the crowd burning down the British Embassy in Dublin (BBC, 2019).
However, the Provisional IRA denied their involvement during Bloody Sunday. Even though soldiers mentioned shooters and nail bombers threatened them, the community disagreed because they believed that the army opened fire without justification. Moreover, no soldiers were injured by gunshots or nail bombs (McKittrick and McVea, 2012).


As stated by BBC News (2002), Friday 21st July 1972 is the day referred to as ‘Bloody Friday’. During this day, twenty bombs had been detonated across the city of Belfast by the IRA. An officer at the scene stated, “the first thing that caught my eye was a torso of a human being in the middle of the street“. The violence lasted 75 minutes resulted in nine deaths: five civilians, two British soldiers, a Royal Ulster Constabulary, an Ulster Defence Association member and approximately 130 people injured and or mentally impacted from the terrifying experience they witnessed. Car bombs are what caused the nine deaths on Oxford Street and Cavehill Road. However, the IRA believed that the security forces caused the deaths as they did not act on the warnings. Moreover, the IRA inflicted damage and disarray throughout the city, ensuring services would have to work to their maximum potential. No one could feel safe during this time, mainly because no one knew when or where the next bomb would detonate.
Due to the Parachute Regiment inflicting thirteen deaths during ‘Bloody Sunday’, the IRA had propaganda to recruit more members. The recruitment was successful, as many people believed the only way to protect their communities was to join the IRA. The IRA gained confidence and agreed to a ceasefire, which resulted in secret talks between them and the British government. Moreover, the ceasefire collapsed due to unsuccessful discussions. Bloody Friday showed aside of the organisation, which many members prefered to ignore on Bloody Sunday. According to Sean MacStiofain, the IRA leader, their goal on Bloody Friday was to cause financial harm. In contrast, the leader did not take responsibility for Bloody Friday BBC News (2002).


In the 1960s, Protestants believed that they could successfully govern Northern Ireland. However, this resulted in disadvantages for the Catholic majority. In contrast, this leads to communal violence between Protestants, Catholics, British police, and soldiers, such as bombings, assassinations, and rioting until the 1990s (Britannica, 2020). These attacks “caused over £1 billion worth of damage“ (Dillon, 1996, p.292).
On Wednesday, 31 August 1994, the PIRA decided that there would be a cessation of violence between the military operations. The cessation was the beginning of a settlement. The Irish Newspaper stated, “Time to build a peaceful future for all“ (English, 2012). In contrast, the ceasefire created by the IRA was not the end; it was the beginning. This day was needed, where the nationalist, unionist, Catholic and Protestants had control over Ireland. On this day, the IRA allowed the political leaders to do what they had to do to move things forward for Ireland because, after twenty-five years of terror and 3,168 deaths, the PIRA was prepared to end their violence. Therefore, they understood that they would further achieve their aims through politics and not violence. The PIRA cessation was an indication of victory for most Catholics (English, 2012).


On the 10th of April 1998, the Good Friday Agreement took place, an agreement between the British and Irish governments (Northern Ireland Assembly, 2017), debating how to govern Northern Ireland for equal power between unionists and nationalists. Seventy-one per cent of Northern Ireland and ninety-four per cent of the Republic voted yes for Ireland to remain part of the UK in the Good Friday Agreement (Somerville and Purcell, 2011). The end of a conflict society began. The peace began to develop in Northern Ireland, and the growth of power spread between organisations creating a permanent peace consolidation (Somerville and Purcell, 2011).


There is no same definition for terrorism, as each definition may be different. However, every terrorist organisation has similar characteristics, such as seeking glorification on behalf of different matters such as; political, religious, racial or ideology. The evidence within this essay concludes that the PIRA displayed characteristics of terrorism that would meet the Home Office statutory test. The PIRA is defined as a terrorist organisation because its actions involved extreme violence to cause property damage, serious risk, and harm to civilians, affecting their safety and endangering their lives (Home Office, 2020). Moreover, their actions influenced the government, governmental organisations and the public and the reasons for these actions referred back to political reasons. Therefore, they are deemed as a revolutionary terrorist organisation.
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