Chapter 1 - Introduction
1.1 Background
People frequently claim that a terrorist is someone else's freedom fighter. This popular expression highlights the real difficulty in agreement with a universally recognised definition of terrorism. The notion that the word itself is highly politicised worldwide is one of the major causes of this challenge, (Scremin, 2017). When taken at face value, the word has a lot of weight and is frequently used to distinguish between what is good and what is evil in the world, (Macagno and Walton, 2022). Determining an internationally recognised definition of terrorism requires an understanding of how politics, power, and different beliefs influence how acts of terrorism are seen. 
 The principal aim of this dissertation is to explore public awareness on what constitutes an act of terrorism and the implication this has the for-counter terrorism response in the UK. This research into how the public defines terrorism and how those definitions influence the way that the counter terror responses are shaped is critical. How the public categorises and feels about terrorism affects how policymakers prioritise potential threats, how laws and policing powers are implemented in practice, and how much people trust and cooperate with counterterrorism measures. This is important in the UK since police are required to police by the notion that they have the publics consent. Therefore, if they do not have the public's trust that they can effectively deal with terrorism then any CT responses will not be successful, (Ballestrini, 2021). This study infers that the public's perceptions of the police and CT responses influence what they think of their effectiveness. Furthermore, their willingness to follow any official guidance can also be affected, like the "Run, Hide and Tell" directive, which is crucial for responding to terrorism. This is alarming as any unwillingness to comply with official directives could lead to risky behaviour that could worsen the situation, (Pearce et al, 2019). 
 

This dissertation will demonstrate that finding a true agreed upon definition of terrorism is a complex subject. A widely accepted definition would, on the one hand, make it easier to differentiate terrorism from other types of political violence and guarantee that laws, prosecutions, and counterterrorism tactics are applied successfully, (Braniff, 2019). On the other hand, however, politics and individual beliefs greatly impact the definition of terrorism, making it difficult to come up with a universally accepted definition, (Schmid, 2023). It can be inferred from this that what one nation or group may view as a fight for freedom another country or group may refer to it as terrorism.




1.2 Research Focus 
 Following recent terror attacks in the UK such as the London Bridge attack and the tragic Manchester arena bombing, scrutiny from media outlets has increased discussion on what defines "terrorism" and the steps taken that are needed to be labelled as a "terrorist." (Rothenberger and Hase, 2023), infers that the media has significant influence on the general public's perception of terrorism. This has consequences as in some cases the public's perception of the definition of terrorism can differ from the governments causing confusion, (Norman, 2022). This misalignment between populations and governments support the vast importance of examining definitions and its effect on the response in the UK. 
 Differing definitions of “terrorism and “terrorist’ can also heavily influence how people respond to terrorism. What also adds confusion to the subject matter is that different countries have differing legal definitions for terrorism that are at the centre for their counter terrorism responses or strategies, (Helfer, 2019). This paper suggests that although terrorism poses a serious threat to all three countries, their legal structures and definitions differ in certain aspects. This is troublesome as different definitions can in some cases affect any international, joint responses to terrorism, (NYU School of Law, 2021). This source supports the notion that different definitions can make it hard for governments to display an effective joint and coordinated response to terrorism internationally. This is because the United Kingdom's intelligence allies, like the United States and Australia, might label and rank threats differently, this could have a direct impact on the UK's counterterrorism response. As a result, there's a chance that any intelligence on a potential attack may not be shared efficiently, (Duroy, 2021). An example of one instance in which counter-terror intelligence was not effectively shared was the 2019 Christchurch attack on a mosque in New Zealand. At the time, not all members of the Five Eyes alliance — made up of the UK, USA, Australia, Canada, and New Zealand recognised far-right extremism as a global terrorist threat, (Meserole and Byman, 2019). Even though these countries regularly share intelligence on international security issues, differences in how they viewed this type of extremism meant important information wasn’t always shared effectively. As a result, important information was not shared as quickly as it should have been, illustrating how different definitions and a nations perceived relevancy of the different forms of extremism can hinder any coordinated efforts to combat terrorism internationally, (Council on Foreign Relations, 2021). 
 


1.3 Aims and Objectives 
 
Aim: To explore public awareness on what constitutes an act of terrorism and the implication this has for the counter terrorism response in the UK. 
 
 
 
OBJECTIVE 1: To explore the different definitions of terrorisms and the issues of not having one universal definition. 
 
 
 
OBJECTIVE 2: To gather public perception on what constitutes an act of terrorism (you can use case studies here to ascertain opinion). 
 
 
 
OBJECTIVE 3: Propose recommendations on the benefits of establishing of a globally accepted definition of terrorism for the purpose of policing.  
 
 
 
 
 
1.4 Methods and Timescales 
To be able to successfully complete my aims and objectives, this research will employ a mixed-methods approach. This study will also be using both primary and secondary research. The primary research will be conducted over the period of around a month and a half; completed using a survey through Google Forms to gauge the public's perception on what they think constitutes an act of terrorism and the steps taken to be considered as a terrorist. what people think terrorism is and who they consider to be a terrorist. A combination of closed-ended and open-ended survey questions will enable the collection of both quantitative and qualitative data, (Stockemer, 2019). This infers that a combination of both closed and open- ended questions will make it easier to spot any recurring themes, trends, and differences in public opinion. Also, to mitigate any risks to the participants in the survey, the survey will have effective signposting to warn of any potential sensitivity of the topic, (Ellis, Hickle and Warrington, 2023). Furthermore, any images used will also be used extremely sensitively. 
 
[bookmark: _Int_aY8mPBNd]As part of this studies secondary research, there will be a literature review carried out to examine how various scholars, decision-makers, and international organisations have defined terrorism. This section of the project will concentrate on the ongoing discussions about why there isn't yet a single, widely recognised definition of terrorism and how this affects the UK's counterterrorism response.  
 
The study, in total, will be undertaken over a period of several months. Parts of the study will also have specific deadlines that will guarantee a successful and suitable submission, (Marfehka, 2021). 
 
 
 
 
1.5 Value of Research 
 Terrorism is one of the most frequently discussed but poorly defined subjects in the modern world, which makes this research crucial. There is still no universally accepted definition of what terrorism is or who is considered a terrorist, despite the term being used frequently by the media, and the public, (Richards, 2015). This research argues that a lack of definition can result in misinterpretation or even unfair labelling. This dissertation seeks to explain these differences by examining how the general population perceives and defines terrorism and the effect that this can then have on the UK's counter terrorism response. 
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