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Provide an overview of significant developments associated with ‘jihad’ and Islamic radicalisation in UK contexts 
Jihad is mentioned throughout the Qur’an within different contexts and situations making a concrete definition difficult. The Oxford Institute for Islamic Studies defines Jihad as being, ‘from the Arabic root meaning “to strive,” “to exert,” “to fight”; exact meaning depends on context. May express a struggle against one's evil inclinations, an exertion to convert unbelievers, or a struggle for the moral betterment of the Islamic community’[footnoteRef:1]. Jihad covers any religious struggles experienced by Muslims. During Muhammad’s life, he had to defend Islam several times (including the battle of Badr 624 AD and Battle of the Trench 627 AD) establishing several rules for conducting a Holy War or military Jihad. These are the “10 Islamic Rules of Engagement” to be followed before any Muslim commits war or violence. These rules cover aspects such as, ‘do not kill the monks in monasteries, and do not kill those sitting in places of worship and do not destroy the villages and towns, do not spoil the cultivated fields and gardens, and do not slaughter the cattle’[footnoteRef:2]. These rules should be understood and not broken my any Muslim, but radicalised Muslims disregard these due to their interpretation of the Qur’an. Kamaldeep S. Bhui describes radicalisation as, ‘The social and psychological process of increasing commitment to extremist political or religious ideology’[footnoteRef:3]. Radicalisation can occur face to face, over the internet, at a Mosque, in a school or university and by other methods, therefore it is difficult to limit the spread of radical ideas. However, radicalisation would not be a problem if there were no potential recruits to follow these radical ideas. Michael Wills comments on the need to focus on economics and social interactions: ‘[t]herein lay an important stumbling block. The economics may eventually take care of themselves as they have with past waves of migration (albeit often unacceptably slowly and with little comfort for those generations who must endure economic exclusion)’[footnoteRef:4].  Willis is suggesting that the wage for a new migrant or immigrant worker will put them  at an economic disadvantage in the short term but will eventually even itself out. However, it is harder to change the culture and social hierarchy of a country than it is to influence a free market economy. First generation migrants are likely to accept low paying jobs so that future generations can move to more secure jobs to advance up the socio-economic ladder. Many of these migrants or immigrants still live near family or Muslim communities, therefore reducing the likelihood of social interactions and coexistence. Francesca Klug cites the need to be sympathetic to the migrant heritage as many British people believed the end of the empire was a devastating disaster. She ‘cites, for example, the way in which the loss of empire… is still routinely portrayed as a trauma…[but] for about a third of the population of London this loss was their liberation’[footnoteRef:5]. Islamic radicalisation occurs in the UK because radicals understand that there are potential recruits across the UK. They understand the economic and social differences between Muslim and non-Muslim communities, manipulating these differences so that it appears Muslims and non-Muslims cannot co-exist peacefully and so the only response for the Muslims is to resist and fight back.               [1:  Oxford, ‘Jihad’ http://www.oxfordislamicstudies.com/article/opr/t125/e1199 [Accessed 19th March 2018]]  [2:  BBC, ‘Jihad’ http://www.bbc.co.uk/religion/religions/islam/beliefs/jihad_1.shtml August 2009 [Accessed 21st March 2018]]  [3:  Kamaldeep S Bhui et al, A public health approach to understanding and preventing violent radicalization, (BMC Medicine) 2012 [Online]. Available at: http://www.biomedcentral.com/1741-7015/10/16  P2]  [4:  Tahir Abbas, Muslims in Britain: an introduction (London: Gutenberg Press, 2005), p.81]  [5:  Abbas, p.82] 

Al-Qaeda has long established links with the UK and London in particular. ‘[W]ithout a doubt, London was Al Qaeda’s spiritual hub in the Western world’[footnoteRef:6]. During the 1980s and 1990s, Osama Bin Laden and Khalid al-Fawwaz used Mohammed bin Awad bin Laden (Osama’s father’s) millions to buy property and offices throughout London so Al-Qaeda operatives could spread their radical Islamic beliefs throughout the Western world. With the acquired property Al-Qaeda’s operation became very effective as they could then direct many operations from London. ‘[O]n an ARC letterhead Osama M.bin Laden signed the ARC’s London Office resolution which stated…(1) to establish an office in London; (2) to appoint Mr. Khalid A. al-Fawwaz director of this office. Al-Fawwaz ran the office for five years before his arrest by the British authorities on September 28th, 1998’[footnoteRef:7]. From the end of the 1990s to the middle of the year 2000 counterterrorist offices conducted raids on Al Qaeda property. After these properties were seized by counterterrorist authorities, Al-Qaeda changed tactics. ‘[S]tarting around 2004, communications and inspiration shifted from face-to-face interaction at local halal ethnic restaurants or barber shops in the vicinity of radical Islamist mosques to interaction on the internet.’[footnoteRef:8] Al Qaeda’s adoption of the internet has not been as effective as that of other Islamic groups such as ISIS. Al Qaeda, however, is having a revival in Afghanistan, suggesting they are not concerned with adopting other Jihadi strategies, as it is known that Al Qaeda disapproves of some of ISIS’s methods and believes an Islamic state cannot exist while Western democracies are prevalent. Al Qaeda’s influence in the UK has been significantly reduced since the late 1990s with many properties being seized and high-ranking members being arrested or killed. The power they once had over radical Islamic teachings in Britain has been reduced with new counterterrorist strategies and the increase of online radical material.  [6:  Rohan Gunaratna, Inside Al Qaeda Global Network of Terror (London: C. Hurst & Co, 2002), p. 116]  [7:  Gunaratna, p. 116]  [8:  Marc Sageman, Leaderless Jihad Terror Networks In The Twenty-First Century (Philadelphia: Pennsylvania Press, 2008), p. 109] 

After 9/11 and 7/7, Islamic radical groups needed to adapt to the new security and counterterrorist measures introduced and created new strategies to spread their propaganda. After 9/11 many Al-Qaeda operatives went underground (Ayman al-Zawahiri), killed (Adam Yahiye Gadahn) or arrested (Earnest J. Ujaama) meaning the organization found it increasingly difficult to operate and adopted new techniques. Radical Islamists needed to radicalize “homegrown” Muslims instead of relying on foreign agents being able to infiltrate different countries to commit acts of terror. Radical Islamists try to target those discriminated against, the highly educated, those who have strong ties to their “home country”, unemployed, and the “uninterested”. These new Jihadis might be considered unconventional terrorists but Islamic radicals target them specifically. ‘…[V]iolently radicalized individuals are no more likely to have histories of deprivation, unemployment, criminality or poverty than others in their wider community… they are better educated, slightly younger and slightly more likely to be migrants than the general population.’[footnoteRef:9] Islamic radicals target these people for  specific reasons, ‘…highly educated terrorists are more likely to succeed and kill more people.’[footnoteRef:10] A mission (officially created and sanctioned by radical Jihadis) is more likely to succeed when highly educated Jihadis are behind it. This is also true for “lone wolf” attacks as, intelligent Muslims are more likely to sufficiently plan an operation before executing it, therefore creating more causalities.  The Manchester Area bomber Salman Abedi was a twenty-two-year-old university (Salford) dropout who moved back to Libya with his family in 2011 before coming back to the UK days before the attack. It is believed he attended the Manchester Islamic Centre (Didsbury Mosque) where he reacted badly to an Imam denouncing terrorism. It is believed he was communicating with radical Islamists while in Britain, arranging to travel to Syria to receive training. It is reported that 850 Muslims have gone to Syria or Iraq with 400 staying and 450 returning to the UK.[footnoteRef:11] These 450 individuals pose a significant threat to the UK but could also be used by counterterrorist officers to get information on how radical Islamic teachings spread across the UK. If counterterrorist operations fail to find and track these returning Jihadis the damage they can cause to life and property could be significant.  [9:  Bhui, p. 6]  [10:  Bhui, p. 7]  [11:  Richard Barrett, Beyond The Caliphate: Foreign Fighters and the Threat of Returnees [Online]. Available at: http://thesoufancenter.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/11/Beyond-the-Caliphate-Foreign-Fighters-and-the-Threat-of-Returnees-TSC-Report-October-2017-v3.pdf  P13] 

The terror attacks of 9/11 and 7/7 made the US and UK determined to create effective anti-terrorism strategies to counter radicalisation. Before the 7/7 attacks on London, Parliament were concerned with foreign terrorists infiltrating our borders to commit acts of terror. ‘[However] after the 7/7 bombings in London, concerns in the UK shifted towards reducing the threat from a “third wave” of “homegrown” terrorists who were recruited and radicalised within the UK’[footnoteRef:12]. The government wanted to create an anti-terrorist programme, which helped prevent vulnerable people being targeted by Islamist fundamentalists. They created the Prevent programme in 2005, with its remit being to limit the influence of radical Islamist propaganda on vulnerable individuals so to prevent the likelihood of “homegrown” or “lone wolf” attacks. The Prevent programme was updated in 2011 to combat the growing use of social media and to clarify what causes radicalisation. ‘[Prevent] has addressed this lack of clarity [regarding radicalisation] and is unequivocal in its emphasis on ideology itself as a cause for concern, even where it is acknowledged that such doctrine is in and of itself non-violent’[footnoteRef:13]. The updated version targets ‘radical ideology’ (in any form, not just violent) and tries to prevent social media from spreading radical ideology. Counter-terrorist officers still try to engage with communities, who might be susceptible to Islamic propaganda if they are approached in Mosques, schools or universities. However, this interaction with (possible) hostile individuals can lead to situations where these communities feel victimized and the opposite can occur. Paddy Hillyard expressed the need to look at Northern Ireland for examples of how to interact with hostile individuals: ‘…the significance of Northern Ireland experience of “suspect communities” over 30 years in a counterterrorist context… one religious group – Irish Catholics – bore the brunt of stereotyping, profiling and stigmatization’[footnoteRef:14]. The need for counterterrorist offices to build trust between themselves and the community is imperative to prevent the spread of radical ideas within a close-knit community. The revised Prevent programme has tried to create a strategy better at communicating with Muslim communities who might be prone to radicalisation. However, there are some failures, which need to be considered.  The failures of previous counterterrorist strategies have planted seeds of doubt in these communities as, ‘[c]ounter-terrorism initiatives by the British government stigmatized and alienated Muslim communities in the UK by treating them as a conspicuous religious group that was under suspicion rather than as allies in a preventive strategy’[footnoteRef:15]. Prevent’s campaign to stop Islamic radicalisation on social media has been highly influenced by the American counterterrorist strategy of George W. Bush and Barack Obama. America’s DOT was established in 2007 by Karen Hughes, ‘[to] explain US foreign policy and counter misinformation’[footnoteRef:16] and was continued under Barack Obama’s administration in 2009. The case study of Obama’s 2009 Cairo speech (focusing on engagement and partnership-building) shows the need for the government to improve social media activities. ‘[O]verall, only 4.8 percent of the posts expressed a positive view… the most extensive DOT engagement took place in the comment section of Al Jazeera Talk, where 86.8 percent of the posts took a negative view of US foreign policy’[footnoteRef:17]. Twitter and Facebook need to examine users and their activities to prevent the spread of online radicalisation. During the six-month period ending June 2017, Twitter removed 299,649 accounts with, ‘75% of these accounts [being] suspended before posting their first Tweet.’[footnoteRef:18] Twitter (in agreement with the government) need to establish a strategy for stopping radicalisation.    [12:  Bhui, p. 2]  [13:  Anthony Richards, From Terrorism to ‘radicalization' to ‘extremism’: counterterrorism imperative or loss of focus? (Oxford: John Wiley & Sons Ltd, The Royal Institute of International Affairs, 2015), p. 373]  [14:  Robert Lambert, Empowering Salafis and Islamist Against Al-Qaeda: A London Counterterrorism Case Study (Political Science and Politics Vol. 41, No. 1 Jan., 2008), American Political Science Association) [Online]. Available at: http://www.jstor.org/stable/20452106 pp. 31-35) P33]  [15:  Bhui, p. 2-3]  [16:  Tim Aistrope, Social media and counterterrorism strategy (Australian Journal of International Affairs, Vol.70, NO.2, 121-138, 2016) [Online]. Available at: https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/10357718.2015.1113230 P130]  [17:  Aistrope, p. 132]  [18:  Twitter, ‘New Data, New Insights: Twitter’s Latest #Transparency Report’ https://blog.twitter.com/official/en_us/topics/company/2017/New-Data-Insights-Twitters-Latest-Transparency-Report.html September 2017 [Accessed 19th March 2018] ] 

Radicalisation within the UK has been occurring since 1980’s with Islamic radicals adopting a range of tactics for radicalising potential British recruits. During the 80’s and early 90’s Al Qaeda’s tactics were to interact face-to-face with potential recruits at public places like the Mosques, Halal markets and others. However, after 9/11 many Al Qaeda operatives were arrested, fled, went into hiding or were killed, meaning the tactic of face-to-face radicalisation became very difficult to operate with counterterrorist offices having more power to observe, detain and counter potential face-to-face meetings. The rise of the internet has led many terrorist organisations to switch from face-to-face interactions to spreading radical ideas across the internet to of possible recruits, potentially numbering millions. ISIS is very effective at this, disseminating radical Islamic beliefs across the internet with sympathetic supporters spreading the material. The government’s first response to Islamic radicalisation was to establish Prevent in 2005, whose remit was to tackle recruitment within local Muslim communities. It was changed in 2011 to counter the rise of online radicalisation and to expand the definition of radicalisation. The government and the Prevent programme have come under criticism since 2011 for their broad definition of radicalisation, in their efforts to tackle all forms of radicalisation. John Horgan writes, ‘the idea that the adoption of radical ideas causes terrorism is perhaps the greatest myth alive today in terrorism research’[footnoteRef:19]. Other authors have also commented on the need to counter radical ideas differently with a different approach to that used for terrorism, as radical ideas do not (necessarily) lead directly to terrorism. The government may alienate potential allies, by disregarding those who may have less mainstream beliefs, when compared to those held by the government. The government needs to act fast before, ‘…[B]ritain’s sacrifice in Afghanistan and Iraq begins to fade into memory, British citizens appear on the television beheading Americans’[footnoteRef:20]. As the past comradery of Afghanistan and Iraq recedes into the past, the government’s response might effectively be futile before the petri dish (Iraq, Afghanistan, Syria, Saudi Arabia etc) can be cleaned of all Islamic radical ideas, as ‘neither intervention nor non-intervention is likely to solve that problem. But there is usually a price when bloodlust goes unchecked, even in faraway lands’[footnoteRef:21]  [19:  Anthony Richards, ‘From Terrorism to ‘radicalization' to ‘extremism’: counterterrorism imperative or loss of focus? (The Royal Institute of International Affairs, Published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd, Oxford 91: 2 (2015), p.380]  [20:  John Bew, The NS Essay: The Long Shadow of Isis There is usually a price when bloodlust goes unchecked in distant lands (The New Stateman, 2014) [Online]. Available at:  http://web.b.ebscohost.com.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/ehost/results?vid=0&sid=6343d878-be82-4a7e-adb0-78a3b8a75306%40sessionmgr104&bquery=(SO+(New+Statesman))AND(DT+2014)AND(TI+%22the+long+shadow+of+isis%22)&bdata=JmRiPWh1cyZ0eXBlPTEmc2l0ZT1laG9zdC1saXZl P27]  [21:  Richards, p.29] 
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