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Terrorism is an important word used in the political vocabulary; worldwide, billions are being spent to bring these group defined as terrorists participating in violent political crime under control. Terrorism has many different definitions across the globe, with many countries having more than one to define what a terrorist act is. However, this absence of a common definition can cause a problem and lead to confusion for the development of effective counter-terrorism strategies at national and international levels. Boaz Ganor understood how important it is for a common international definition of what constitutes terrorism. However, terrorism is difficult to define, in light of the fact that there are so many types of terrorism, with different methods and manifestations (Schmid, 2004). In the United Kingdom (UK), terrorism is identified as “the use or threat of action, both in and outside of the UK, designed to influence any international government organisation or to intimidate the public. It must also be for the purpose of advancing a political, religious, racial or ideological cause” (Crown Prosecution Service, 2017). 
The measure of threat is determined by the type of attack taken out by certain terrorist groups; attacks are dynamic and adapts to the current conditions and the likelihood of success, meaning vulnerability plays a role in what areas are hit. Also, the consequence of the attack, fatalities, injuries, economic loss and any other types of damages to the area attacked (Willis, 2005). Advancements in technology and affordable travel has made communication and coordination for terrorists’ groups much easier, meaning groups can grow their attention to the cause and pose a threat on a much larger scale (Barber, 2015). 
Al Qaeda was linked to founding in North Africa after the Mujahedeen declared a jihad on the soviet troops to overthrow the Amid Government. The Russians claimed they did not attempt to invade but had been requested to help in alliance with the Amid Government, deeming the Mujahedeen to be no more than terrorists. When Soviet troops left Afghanistan in 1989, North Africans went back to their home countries after a successful jihad against infidel superpower that invaded these Muslim countries. Many joined Islamic movements to bring back their natural home, leading to AQ being set up after the conflict in 1991 (Forest, 2011).  
In 1990, Saddam Hussein invaded Kuwait, Saudi Ariba joined forces with the US and other allies, breaking tradition to protect their kingdom. However, the presence of foreign troops in Saudi enraged Osama Bin Laden, causing a deep abhorrence of the US, creating a major impact for his cause and resulting in joining networks with another group. Osama increasingly grew critical for Islamic states that still maintained a relationship with the US, believing if he directly attacked the US, violence would force the American to withdraw from these middle east regimens entirely and allow for groups, like the AQ, to gain back control (History, 2018).
Al Qaeda primary founder was Osama Bin Laden, donating his personal funds for the cause. The main strategy of the group is to attack the United States; this objective has remained the same; the group was seen as adaptive, resilient and the most serious terrorist threat. The core principles were to recruit, train, plot attacks and transporting operatives. Pressure has been put on the group since fatal attacks, such as 9/11, limiting the ability to undertake a disastrous terrorist attack on the US. However, this has not stopped the support of the group from the public or other organisations. Over recent years attacks have been carried out by the group, but evidence has been viewed by analysts suggesting that this a sign of desperation as they are no longer capable of launching large scale attacks at the US and are desperately trying to prove their viability (Rollins, 2011). 
The AQ ideology came from centuries of struggle is Islamic and Arab world for dominance, the Islamic world has never been united under one sovereign and had always been fragmented into minor states. When the Ottoman Caliphate collapsed, colonialism broke down much of the Islamic world, implementing a new western-style state in the Middle East (Turner, 2010). This created the AQ main ideologies, as they wanted to expel American forces from Saudi Arabia with their western individualistic values in order to return back to a pure and true Islam world, be able to bring back glory and prominence to Muslims, overthrow regimes deemed non-Islamic, expel non-Muslims from Muslim countries and work with other Islamic militant organisations with the same ideology (Riedel, 2008 & Burke, 2004). Although AQ has been identified as not being an organisation, it has a very powerful force as an ideology, inspiring the future organisation to follow their cause. This can be done without any real concern of control and command due to the advancements from technology, meaning it is becoming more and more dangerous (Turner, 2010).
Leadership is vital for any organisation to be efficient; leaders play an important role when it comes to the propagation of the group’s ideology and goals. The groups need structure to be able to plan and oversee the operations of their cause in order to maintain logical command and control. There have been debates on whether the AQ structure of leadership is lacking, with the group experiencing many setbacks over the years from moving locations. However, the AQ’s infrastructure has enabled the group to survive the complications it has faced since the assertion of the global war on terrorism, after the attacks on 9/11 (Gunaratna & Oreg, 2010).
Osama was the prominent leader of the group; Zawahiri was the main ideologue and important spokesperson during the 2000s for the group, later taking over leadership of the AQ after Osama was killed in 2011. The group has a shura council, committees for military operations, finance and information sharing, with other key figures. Nesser al Wuhayshi was the leader of the Arabian Peninsula in the AQ and the second in command. Later, Wuhayshi was replaced by Qasim al Raymi after being killed in 2015 by a US drone strike. Abu Mohammed al-Joulani was a former member of AQ in Iraq and head in Syria of the Nusra Front. Mansoor al Harbi was based in Afghanistan as a key trainer and logistician. Farouq al Qahtani al Qatari is a commander based in Kumar, and Khalid al Habib, based in Southeast Afghanistan, is a field commander (Glenn, 2015).
Bin Laden was able to use his political and ideological foundation to set up a dynamic and deadly organisation in Afghanistan that was able to attract, train and recruit individual and target ambitious areas. He was able to rally up new money, zealots and forge an alliance with the Taliban, which provided them with a sanctuary. This meant AQ was able to use leaders to evaluate, approve and supervise planned operations, a system that could recruit contenders and give them the essential training, they had sufficient communication giving them a direction of operatives and keep in contact with recruits undercover, they were able to gather intelligence on enemy strengths and weaknesses, had the money to move recruits’ further distances and had the money to finance attacks (Kean et al, 2004). 
AQ is a goal-driven organisation; the main aim was to drive the US out of the Islamic states; they did that by prioritising, coerce, cause damage, rally supporters and support franchisee operations in order to carry out suitable actions. The AQ used coerce when planning, hoping by damaging the US on their own homeland would result in them leaving Islamic states (Libicki et al, 2007). This was demonstrated in the 9/11 attacks; the AQ would have conceptualisation and planning to make sure the success rate of this attack was high. They had a clear plan understanding the costs and benefits of the attack, displaying they were a rational organisation that reflected on their decisions to achieve tremendous strategic and symbolic importance for their act of violence. The idea of the 9/11 attack had been just an idea past through the ranks until it was finally utilised. Planning began in 1999. The aim was to use hijacked planes to hit the World Trade Center (to take out their economic power), the pentagon (Military power), the US Capitol building and the White House (political power), AQ, did decide not target the US Capitol building and the White House as they felt the success rate was low (Ilardi, 2009). 
The leader that was responsible for attacked carried out by the AQ would recruit trusted individuals and blend them in the community of places the attack was to take place; they made sure these recruits had regular jobs, and their daily routines were normal not to raise suspicion. These recruits could be placed in this community for up to two years, meaning some would even marry local women to solidify their place within that community. Then when it came time for the operation plan to begin, the recruits will survey the area and sometimes build the bomb to use in the targeted area (Rabasa et al, 2006).
After 9/11, the AQ danger level became more realistic, with the expanding global network and efficiency to kill mass amounts of civilians. The media has notified a concerning rate for the group quest to use weapons of mass destruction (WMD) and the attempt of obtaining or manufacturing chemical, biological, radiological and nuclear (CBRN) agents to use in these WMD. Also, it was a concern that they were releasing to their supporters how to make such weapons (Salama and Hansell, 2005). This was seen in the 7/7 attack on the UK, killing 52 innocent people and leaving more than 700 injured, done by four suicide bombers carrying rucksacks of explosives and leaving them on public transport to detonate (Sky News, 2015).
To gain more support and publicity, the AQ has used the media to demonstrate their political strategy, from the remarkable terror attacks to the well times video of Osama Bin Laden and Ayman Al Zawahiri. They understood the impact the media could have on their cause, investing a great deal of time and creativity in propaganda to use in the media. Using forum systems to publicly air their ideas and arguments over strategy and doctrine on terror attacks. This enabled them to broaden their cause and find potential recruiters for the organisation (Lynch, 2006).
Recently the AQ has experienced a great deal of setbacks; the group is not that popular as Syrians brand the organisation poses as a threat and leads to government involvement and international action. Furthermore, AQ in the Arabian Peninsula (AQAP) is now one of the least active branches due to a number of setbacks and was seen to be one of the most feared group within the organisation; the extended branch also lost its leader and stronghold in central Bayda province. The group keep getting infiltrated by spies, resulting in accurate leadership assassinations. However, in 2020 the AQAP was behind the deadly shootings in Pensacola naval base (Al-Lami, 2020). 
To confront unpredictive threats and the future of Al Qaeda, the Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS) has looked into external factors that can shape the world by 2025 and what global factors will result in Government challenges. The factors they determined were demographics, shortage of natural resources, a shift in the balance of power, interconnectivity and technology innovations; all of these could possibly influence the AQ in a number of ways and help create a larger platform for the group (Nelson et al, 2011). 
In conclusion, terrorism over the year has been very difficult to understand, with many countries having different definitions of what exactly consists of a terrorist act making it very hard to distinguish effective counter-terrorism strategies at national and international levels. Measuring the threat from terrorists’ groups, international organisations need to understand the type of attacks taken out, looking into the likelihood of success, consequence and other types of damages caused. 
The AQ wanted freedom from the new western-style states and return back to a pure and true Islam world. However, the AQ is a very powerful group as an ideology but is not identified as an organisation as such, as the structure of leadership is lacking, due to a lot of setbacks over the years. Although, many have debated on whether this infrastructure has in fact enabled the group to survive during the global war on terrorism. Bin Laden used his political and ideological foundation to make the AQ a very dynamic and deadly organisation during the time of his leadership. The base of operations was able to attract, train, recruit individuals, rally up new money and forge alliances. The group had well-planned strategic attacks, displaying they were a rational organisation that reflected on their decisions to achieve tremendous strategic and symbolic importance for their act of violence.
Yes, the AQ were the definition of terrorists according to the UK as they had a political, religious and ideological cause, used to target government organisations and intimidated the public to gain it, as seen in the attacks of 9/11 and the 7/7 attack in London. The group is still around today but are not as recognisable as they once were, but their ideology is still followed by other groups. Most Islamic states do not want the AQ in their area as they will then be seen as a threat and targeted, leading to government involvement and international action. There is evidence to show there is a possibility with external factors impacting global organisations, the AQ could use this to their advancement and create a larger platform. However, the group has taken a mass number of setbacks over the years, proving there is not much of an organisation left but more of a role model group to follow.
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