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                                      TERRORISM                                                          
Terrorism is, in the broadest sense, the use of intentional violence for political 

or religious purposes.[1] It is used in this regard primarily to refer to violence 

during peacetime or in the context of war against non-combatants (mostly 

civilians and neutral military personnel).[2] The terms "terrorist" and  

"terrorism" originated during the French Revolution of the late 18th century[3] 

but gained mainstream popularity in the 1970s during the conflicts of Northern 

Ireland, the Basque Country and Palestine. The increased use of suicide attacks 

from the 1980s onwards was typified by the September 11 attacks in New York 

City and Washington, D.C. in 2001.  
  

There are various different definitions of terrorism, with no universal 

agreement about it.Terrorism is a charged term. It is often used with the 

connotation of something that is "morally wrong". Governments and non-state 

groups use the term to abuse or denounce opposing groups. Varied political 

organizations have been accused of using terrorism to achieve their objectives. 

These include right-wing and left-wing political organizations, nationalist 

groups, religious groups, revolutionaries and ruling governments. Legislation 

declaring terrorism a crime has been adopted in many states. When terrorism 

is perpetrated by nation states, it is not considered terrorism by the state 

conducting it, making legality a largely grey-area issue. There is no consensus 

as to whether or not Terrorism is, in the broadest sense, the use of intentional 

violence for political or religious purposes.[ It is used in this regard primarily to 

refer to violence during peacetime or in the context of war against 

noncombatants (mostly civilians and neutral military personnel). The terms 



"terrorist" and "terrorism" originated during the French Revolution of the late 

18th century[3] but gained mainstream popularity in the 1970s during the 

conflicts of Northern Ireland, the Basque Country and Palestine. The increased 

use of suicide attacks from the 1980s onwards was typified by the September 

11 attacks in New York City and Washington, D.C. in 2001.  

  
There are various different definitions of terrorism, with no universal 

agreement about it. Terrorism is a charged term. It is often used with the 

connotation of something that is "morally wrong". Governments and non-state 

groups use the term to abuse or denounce opposing groups. Varied political 

organizations have been accused of using terrorism to achieve their objectives. 

These include right-wing and left-wing political organizations, nationalist 

groups, religious groups, revolutionaries and ruling governments.[10] 

Legislation declaring terrorism a crime has been adopted in many states.[11] 

When terrorism is perpetrated by nation states, it is not considered terrorism 

by the state conducting it, making legality a largely grey-area issue.[12] There 

is no consensus as to whether or not terrorism should be regarded as a war 

crime  

  

The Global Terrorism Database, maintained by the University of Maryland, 

College Park, has recorded more than 61,000 incidents of non-state terrorism, 
resulting in at least 140,000 deaths, between 2000 and 2014.[14]errorism 

should be regarded as a war crime.  

  

Terrorism is, in the broadest sense, the use of intentional violence for political 

or religious purposes.[1] It is used in this regard primarily to refer to violence 

during peacetime or in the context of war against non-combatants (mostly 

civilians and neutral military personnel).[2] The terms "terrorist" and  

"terrorism" originated during the French Revolution of the late 18th century[3] 

but gained mainstream popularity in the 1970s during the conflicts of Northern 

Ireland, the Basque Country and Palestine. The increased use of suicide attacks 

from the 1980s onwards was typified by the September 11 attacks in New York 

City and Washington, D.C. in   



Definitions Of Terrorism  

Definitions of terrorism are usually complex and controversial, and, because of 

the inherent ferocity and violence of terrorism, the term in its popular usage 

has developed an intense stigma. It was first coined in the 1790s to refer to the 

terror used during the French Revolution by the revolutionaries against their 

opponents. The Jacobin party of Maximilien Robespierre carried out a Reign of 

Terror involving mass executions by the guillotine. Although terrorism in this 

usage implies an act of violence by a state against its domestic enemies, since 

the 20th century the term has been applied most frequently to violence aimed, 

either directly or indirectly, at governments in an effort to influence policy or 

topple an existin  

Terrorism is not legally defined in all jurisdictions; the statutes that do exist, 

however, generally share some common elements. Terrorism involves the use 

or threat of violence and seeks to create fear, not just within the direct victims 

but among a wide audience. The degree to which it relies on fear distinguishes 

terrorism from both conventional and guerrilla warfare. Although conventional 

military forces invariably engage in psychological warfare against the enemy, 

their principal means of victory is strength of arms. Similarly, guerrilla forces, 

which often rely on acts of terror and other forms of propaganda, aim at 

military victory and occasionally succeed (e.g., the Viet Cong in Vietnam and 

the Khmer Rouge in Cambodia). Terrorism proper is thus the calculated use of 

violence to generate fear, and thereby to achieve political goals, when direct 

military victory is not possible. This has led some social scientists to refer to 

guerrilla warfare as the “weapon of the weak” and terrorism as the “weapon 

of the weakest.  

  
In order to attract and maintain the publicity necessary to generate 

widespread fear, terrorists must engage in increasingly dramatic, violent, and 

high-profile attacks. These have included hijackings, hostage takings, 

kidnappings, mass shootings, car bombings, and, frequently, suicide bombings.  

Although apparently random, the victims and locations of terrorist attacks 

often are carefully selected for their shock value. Schools, shopping centres, 

bus and train stations, and restaurants and nightclubs have been targeted both 



because they attract large crowds and because they are places with which 

members of the civilian population are familiar and in which they feel at ease. 

The goal of terrorism generally is to destroy the public’s sense of security in the 

places most familiar to them. Major targets sometimes also include buildings 

or other locations that are important economic or political symbols, such as 

embassies or military installations. The hope of the terrorist is that the sense of 

terror these acts engender will induce the population to pressure political 

leaders toward a specific political end.  

An Indian policeman firing a shot during a 12-hour-long gun battle in the town 

of Dinanagar, in the northern state of Punjab, India, July 27, 2015. Three armed 

gunmen attacked a police station, killing four police officers and three civilians 

before succumbing to the counterassault by local police and Indian commando  

.  

Some definitions treat all acts of terrorism, regardless of their political 

motivations, as simple criminal activity. For example, the U.S. Federal Bureau 

of Investigation (FBI) defines both international and domestic terrorism as 

involving “violent, criminal acts.” The element of criminality, however, is 

problematic, because it does not distinguish among different political and legal 

systems and thus cannot account for cases in which violent attacks against a 

government may be legitimate. A frequently mentioned example is the African 

National Congress (ANC) of South Africa, which committed violent actions 

against that country’s apartheid government but commanded broad sympathy 

throughout the world. Another example is the Resistance movement against 

the Nazi occupation of France during World War II.  

  

Since the 20th century, ideology and political opportunism have led a number 

of countries to engage in international terrorism, often under the guise of 

supporting movements of national liberation. (Hence, it became a common 

saying that “One man’s terrorist is another man’s freedom fighter.”) The 

distinction between terrorism and other forms of political violence became 

blurred—particularly as many guerrilla groups often employed terrorist 

tactics—and issues of jurisdiction and legality were similarly obscured.  

  



These problems have led some social scientists to adopt a definition of 

terrorism based not on criminality but on the fact that the victims of terrorist 

violence are most often innocent civilians. Even this definition is flexible, 

however, and on occasion it has been expanded to include various other 

factors, such as that terrorist acts are clandestine or surreptitious and that 

terrorist acts are intended to create an overwhelming sense of fear.  

  

In the late 20th century, the term ecoterrorism was used to describe acts of 

environmental destruction committed in order to further a political goal or as 

an act of war, such as the burning of Kuwaiti oil wells by the Iraqi army during 

the Persian Gulf War. The term also was applied to certain environmentally 

benign though criminal acts, such as the spiking of lumber trees, intended to 

disrupt or prevent activities   

           Causes of terrorism  

Most definitions of terrorism recognise that terrorists don’t just pursue 

violence for the sake of it but have a specific purpose for carrying out 

their attacks.  

Individuals or groups may use terrorism because they don't like the current 

organisation of society  

and they want to change it. They may believe that violence, or the threat of 

violence, will coerce society into making a change.  

Throughout history many terrorists have stated that they turned to violence 

after long deliberation, because they felt they had no other choice.  

Research has shown that there are a number of possible causes for terrorist 

activity. These include:  

1 Social and political injustice – Some people turn to terrorism when they 

are trying to tackle  

what they perceive as social injustice. Terrorists acting on this basis may 

believe that they  



have been stripped of something they feel entitled to such as certain rights, 

land or possessions.  

2 Religious beliefs – Throughout history, religious causes have been 

the motivation for a  

variety of terrorist attacks, though it is important to remember that religions 

themselves do not  

cause terrorism. Religious terrorists may use terrorism to punish what they see 

as ‘ungodly’  

behaviour in society, or to avenge what they perceive as attacks on their 

beliefs.  

Religious terrorism is not always about one faith attacking another. Divisions 

between  

Protestant and Catholic Christians or Shia and Sunni Muslims have also lead to 

terrorist attacks through the ages.  

3 Ideological beliefs – Some groups use terrorism to try and further 

the cause of an ideology  

they believe in. This needn’t be a political or religious ideology. Animal rights 

activists, ‘ecoterrorists’ and racist groups have all used violence directed at 

individuals and property in the  

name of their beliefs.  

4 Socio-economic factors – Research has shown that deprivation  

(poverty, lack of education,  

lack of political freedom) can drive people to terrorism. It is believed that 

people in these situations may be more susceptible to recruitment by 

Types  



  

This section needs additional citations for verification. Please help improve this 

article by adding citations to reliable sources. Unsourced material may be 

challenged and removed.  

Depending on the country, the political system, and the time in history, the 

types of terrorism are varying  

  

A view of damage to the U.S. Embassy in the aftermath of the 1983 Beirut 

bombing caused by Islamic Jihad Organization and Hezbollah  

In early 1975, the Law Enforcement Assistant Administration in the United 

States formed the National Advisory Committee on Criminal Justice Standards 

and Goals. One of the five volumes that the committee wrote was titled 

Disorders and Terrorism, produced by the Task Force on Disorders and 

Terrorism under the direction of H. H. A. Cooper, Director of the Task Force 

staff.  

  

The Task Force defines terrorism as "a tactic or technique by means of which a 

violent act or the threat thereof is used for the prime purpose of creating 

overwhelming fear for coercive purposes". It classified disorders and terrorism 

into six categories:[96]  

  

Civil disorder – A form of collective violence interfering with the peace, 

security, and normal functioning of the community.  

Political terrorism – Violent criminal behaviour designed primarily to generate 

fear in the community, or substantial segment of it, for political purposes.  

Non-Political terrorism – Terrorism that is not aimed at political purposes but 

which exhibits "conscious design to create and maintain a high degree of fear 

for coercive purposes, but the end is individual or collective gain rather than 

the achievement of a political objective".  



Quasi-terrorism – The activities incidental to the commission of crimes of 

violence that are similar in form and method to genuine terrorism but which 

nevertheless lack its essential ingredient. It is not the main purpose of the 

quasi-terrorists to induce terror in the immediate victim as in the case of 

genuine terrorism, but the quasi-terrorist uses the modalities and techniques 

of the genuine terrorist and produces similar consequences and 

reaction.[97][98][99] For example, the fleeing felon who takes hostages is a 

quasi-terrorist, whose methods are similar to those of the genuine terrorist but 

whose purposes are quite different.  

Limited political terrorism – Genuine political terrorism is characterized by a 

revolutionary approach; limited political terrorism refers to "acts of terrorism 

which are committed for ideological or political motives but which are not part 

of a concerted campaign to capture control of the state".  

Official or state terrorism – "referring to nations whose rule is based upon fear 

and oppression that reach similar to terrorism or such proportions". It may be 

referred to as Structural Terrorism defined broadly as terrorist acts carried out 

by governments in pursuit of political objectives, often as part of their foreign 

policy.  

Other sources have defined the typology of terrorism in different ways, for 

example, broadly classifying it into domestic terrorism and international 

terrorism, or using categories such as vigilante terrorism or insurgent 

terrorism.[100] One way the typology of terrorism may be defined:[101][102]  

  



Political terrorism Sub-state terrorism Social 

revolutionary terrorism Nationalist-separatist terrorism 

Religious extremist terrorism Religious fundamentalist 

Terrorism New religions terrorism Right-wing terrorism 

Left-wing terrorism Communist terrorism State-

sponsored terrorism Regime or state terrorism 

Criminal terrorism Pathological terrorism  

Individuals and groups choose terrorism as a tactic because it can:  

  

Act as a form of asymmetric warfare in order to directly force a government to 

agree to demands  

Intimidate a group of people into capitulating to the demands in order to avoid 

future injury  

Get attention and thus political support for a cause  

Directly inspire more people to the cause (such as revolutionary acts) - 

propaganda of the deed  

Indirectly inspire more people to the cause by provoking a hostile response or 

over-reaction from enemies to the cause  

Attacks on "collaborators" are used to intimidate people from cooperating with 

the state in order to undermine state control. This strategy was used in  

Ireland, in Kenya, in Algeria and in Cyprus during their independence struggles  

  

Stated motives for the September 11 attacks included inspiring more fighters 

to join the cause of repelling the United States from Muslim countries with a 

successful high-profile attack. The attacks prompted some criticism from 

domestic and international observers regarding perceived injustices in U.S. 

foreign policy that provoked the attacks, but the larger practical effect was 

that the United States government declared a War on Terror that resulted in 



substantial military engagements in several Muslim-majority countries. Various 

commentators have inferred that al-Qaeda expected a military response, and 

welcomed it as a provocation that would result in more Muslims fight the 

United States. Some commentators believe that the resulting anger and 

suspicion directed toward innocent Muslims living in Western countries and 

the indignities inflicted upon them by security forces and the general public 

also contributes to radicalization of new recruits.[103] Despite criticism that 

the Iraqi government had no involvement with the September 11 attacks, Bush 

declared the 2003 invasion of Iraq to be part of the War on Terror. The 

resulting backlash and instability enabled the rise of Islamic State of Iraq and 

the Levant and the temporary creation of an Islamic caliphate holding territory 

in Iraq and Syria, until ISIL lost its territory through military defeats.  

  

Attacks used to draw international attention to struggles that are otherwise 

unreported have included the Palestinian airplane hijackings in 1970 and the 

1975 Dutch train hostage crisis.  

  

        Causes motivating terrorism  

  

Independence or separatist movements  

Irredentist movements  

Adoption of a particular political philosophy, such as socialism (left-wing 

terrorism), anarchism, or fascism (possibly through a coup or as an ideology of 

an independence or separatist movement)  

Environmental protection (ecoterrorism)  

Supremacism of a particular group  

Preventing a rival group from sharing or occupying a particular territory (such 

as by discouraging immigration or encouraging flight)  

Subjugation of a particular population (such as lynching of African Americans)  



Spread or dominance of a particular religion - religious terrorism  

Ending perceived government oppression  

Responding to a violent act (for example, tit-for-tat attacks in the Israeli– 

Palestinian conflict, in The Troubles in Northern Ireland, or Timothy McVeigh's 

revenge for the Waco siege and Ruby Ridge incident)  

Causes for right-wing terrorism have included white nationalism, 

ethnonationalism, fascism, anti-socialism, the anti-abortion movement, and 

tax resistance.  

  

Sometimes terrorists on the same side fight for different reasons. For example, 

in the Chechen–Russian conflict secular Chechens using terrorist tactics 

fighting for national independence are allied with radical Islamist terrorists 

who have arrived from other country  

A report conducted by Paul Gill, John Horgan and Paige Deckert on behalf of 

the UK Department of Security[dubious – discuss] found that for "lone wolf" 

terrorists:[106]  

  

43% were motivated by religious beliefs  

32% had pre-existing mental health disorders, while many more are found to 

have mental health problems upon arrest  

At least 37% lived alone at the time of their event planning and/or execution, a 

further 26% lived with others, and no data were available for the remaining 

cases  

40% were unemployed at the time of their arrest or terrorist event  

19% subjectively experienced being disrespected by others  

14% percent experienced being the victim of verbal or physical assault  

Ariel Merari, a psychologist who has studied the psychological profiles of 

suicide terrorists since 1983 through media reports that contained biographical 



details, interviews with the suicides’ families, and interviews with jailed 

wouldbe suicide attackers, concluded that they were unlikely to be 

psychologically abnormal.[107] In comparison to economic theories of criminal 

behaviour, Scott Atran found that suicide terrorists exhibit none of the socially 

dysfunctional attributes – such as fatherless, friendless, jobless situations – or 

suicidal symptoms. By which he means, they do not kill themselves simply out 

of hopelessness or a sense of 'having nothing to lose'.  

  

     Democracy and domestic terrorism  

Terrorism is most common in nations with intermediate political freedom, and 

it is least common in the most democratic nation.  

  

Some examples of "terrorism" in non-democratic nations include ETA in Spain 

under Francisco Franco (although the group's terrorist activities increased 

sharply after Franco's death),[116] the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists in 

pre-war Poland,[117] the Shining Path in Peru under Alberto Fujimori,[118] the 

Kurdistan Workers Party when Turkey was ruled by military leaders and the  

ANC in South Africa.[119] Democracies, such as Japan, the United Kingdom, the 

United States, Israel, Indonesia, India, Spain, Germany, Italy and the 

Philippines, have experienced domestic terrorism.  

  

While a democratic nation espousing civil liberties may claim a sense of 

higher moral ground than other regimes, an act of terrorism within such a 

state may cause a dilemma: whether to maintain its civil liberties and thus 

risk being perceived as ineffective in dealing with the problem; or 

alternatively to restrict its civil liberties and thus risk delegitimizing its 

claim of supporting civil liberties.[120] For this reason, homegrown 

terrorism has started to be seen as a greater threat, as stated by former CIA 

Director Michael Hayden.[121] This dilemma, some social theorists would 

conclude, may very well play into the initial plans of the acting terrorist(s); 

namely, to delegitimize the state and cause a systematic  

shift towards anarchy via the accumulation of negative sentiments  

towards the state system.[122]                                                                                                   



Religious Terrorism   
 

Islamabad Marriott Hotel bombing. Some 35,000 Pakistanis have died from 

terrorist attacks in recent years.  

Terrorist acts throughout history have been performed on religious grounds 

with the goal to either spread or enforce a system of belief, viewpoint or 

opinion.[124][dubious – discuss][irrelevant citation] The validity and scope of 

religious terrorism is limited to an individual's view or a group's view or 

interpretation of that belief system's teachings.[citation needed][needs 

context]  

  

According to the Global Terrorism Index by the University of Maryland, College  

Park, religious extremism has overtaken national separatism and become the  

main driver of terrorist attacks around the world. Since 9/11 there has been a 

five-fold increase in deaths from terrorist attacks. The majority of incidents 

over the past several years can be tied to groups with a religious agenda. 

Before 2000, it was nationalist separatist terrorist organizations such as the IRA 

and Chechen rebels who were behind the most attacks. The number of 

incidents from nationalist separatist groups has remained relatively stable in 

the years since while religious extremism has grown. The prevalence of Islamist 

groups in Iraq, Afghanistan, Pakistan, Nigeria and Syria is the main driver 

behind these trends.[125]  

  

Four of the terrorist groups that have been most active since 2001 are Boko  

Haram, Al Qaeda, the Taliban and ISIL. These groups have been most active in 

Iraq, Afghanistan, Pakistan, Nigeria and Syria. 80 percent of all deaths from 

terrorism occurred in one of these five countries.[125]  

  

Terrorism in Pakistan has become a great problem. From the summer of 2007 

until late 2009, more than 1,500 people were killed in suicide and other attacks 



on civilians[126] for reasons attributed to a number of causes – sectarian 

violence between Sunni and Shia Muslims; easy availability of guns and 

explosives; the existence of a "Kalashnikov culture"; an influx of ideologically 

driven Muslims based in or near Pakistan, who originated from various nations 

around the world and the subsequent war against the pro-Soviet Afghans in 

the 1980s which blew back into Pakistan; the presence of Islamist insurgent 

groups and forces such as the Taliban and Lashkar-e-Taiba. On July 2, 2013 in 

Lahore, 50 Muslim scholars of the Sunni Ittehad Council (SIC) issued a 

collective fatwa against suicide bombings, the killing of innocent people, bomb 

attacks, and targeted killings declaring them as Haraam or forbidden.[127]  

  

In 2015, the Southern Poverty Law Center released a report on terrorism in the 

United States. The report (titled The Age of the Wolf) found that during that 

period, "more people have been killed in America by non-Islamic domestic 

terrorists than jihadists."[128] The "virulent racist and anti-semitic" ideology of 

the ultra-right wing Christian Identity movement is usually accompanied by 

anti-government sentiments.[129] Adherents of Christian Identity believe that 

whites of European descent can be traced back to the "Lost Tribes of Israel" 

and many consider Jews to be the Satanic offspring of Eve and the  

Serpent.[129] This group has committed hate crimes, bombings and other acts 

of terrorism. Its influence ranges from the Ku Klux Klan and neo-Nazi groups to 

the anti-government militia and sovereign citizen movements.[129] Christian 

Identity's origins can be traced back to Anglo-Israelism, which held the view 

that British people were descendants of ancient Israelites. By the 1930s, the 

movement had been infected with anti-Semitism, and eventually Christian 

Identity theology diverged from traditional Anglo-Israelism, and developed 

what is known as the "two seed" theory.[129] According to the two-seed 

theory, the Jewish people are descended from Cain and the serpent (not from 

Shem).[129] The white European seedline is descended from the "lost tribes" 

of Israel. They hold themselves to "God's laws", not to "man's laws", and they 

do not feel bound to a government that they consider run by Jews and the 

New World Order.  

  

Al-Qaida in Magreb members pose with weapons.  



The perpetrators of acts of terrorism can be individuals, groups, or states. 

According to some definitions, clandestine or semi-clandestine state actors 

may carry out terrorist acts outside the framework of a state of war. The most 

common image of terrorism is that it is carried out by small and secretive cells, 

highly motivated to serve a particular cause and many of the most deadly 

operations in recent times, such as the September 11 attacks, the London 

underground bombing, 2008 Mumbai attacks and the 2002 Bali bombing were 

planned and carried out by a close clique, composed of close friends, family 

members and other strong social networks. These groups benefited from the 

free flow of information and efficient telecommunications to succeed where 

others had failed.[131]  

  

Over the years, much research has been conducted to distill a terrorist profile 

to explain these individuals' actions through their psychology and 

socioeconomic circumstances.[132] Others, like Roderick Hindery, have sought 

to discern profiles in the propaganda tactics used by terrorists. Some security 

organizations designate these groups as violent non-state actors.[citation 

needed] A 2007 study by economist Alan B. Krueger found that terrorists were 

less likely to come from an impoverished background (28 percent vs. 33 

percent) and more likely to have at least a high-school education (47 percent 

vs. 38 percent). Another analysis found only 16 percent of terrorists came from 

impoverished families, vs. 30 percent of male Palestinians, and over 60 percent 

had gone beyond high school, vs. 15 percent of the populace.A study into the 

poverty-stricken conditions and whether or not,terrorists are more likely to 

come from here,show that people who grew up in these situations tend to show 

aggression and frustration towards others. This theory is largely debated for the 

simple fact that just because one is frustrated,does not make them a potential 

terrorist.[31][133]  

  

To avoid detection, a terrorist will look, dress, and behave normally until 

executing the assigned mission. Some claim that attempts to profile terrorists 

based on personality, physical, or sociological traits are not useful.[134] The 

physical and behavioral description of the terrorist could describe almost any 



normal person.[135] the majority of terrorist attacks are carried out by military 

age men.  

  

According to the Global Terrorism Database, the most active terrorist group in 

the period 1970 to 2010 was Shining Path (with 4,517 attacks), followed by 

Farabundo Marti National Liberation Front (FMLN), Irish Republican Army  

(IRA), Basque Fatherland and Freedom (ETA), Revolutionary Armed Forces of  

Colombia (FARC), Taliban, Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam, New People's  

Army, National Liberation Army of Colombia (ELN), and Kurdistan Workers  

Party (PKK).[136]  

  

     State sponsors  
 

A state can sponsor terrorism by funding or harboring a terrorist group. 

Opinions as to which acts of violence by states consist of state-sponsored 

terrorism vary widely. When states provide funding for groups considered by 

some to be terrorist, they rarely acknowledge them as such.[137][citation 

needed]  

  

    State terrorism  
 

Main article: State terrorism  

Civilization is based on a clearly defined and widely accepted yet often 

unarticulated hierarchy. Violence done by those higher on the hierarchy to 

those lower is nearly always invisible, that is, unnoticed. When it is noticed, it 

is fully rationalized. Violence done by those lower on the hierarchy to those 

higher is unthinkable, and when it does occur it is regarded with shock, horror, 

and the fetishization of the vi  



As with "terrorism" the concept of "state terrorism" is controversial.[139] The 

Chairman of the United Nations Counter-Terrorism Committee has stated that 

the Committee was conscious of 12 international Conventions on the subject, 

and none of them referred to State terrorism, which was not an international 

legal concept. If States abused their power, they should be judged against 

international conventions dealing with war crimes, international human rights 

law, and international humanitarian law.[140] Former United Nations 

Secretary-General Kofi Annan has said that it is "time to set aside debates on 

so-called 'state terrorism'. The use of force by states is already thoroughly 

regulated under international law".[141] he made clear that, "regardless of the 

differences between governments on the question of the definition of 

terrorism, what is clear and what we can all agree on is that any deliberate 

attack on innocent civilians [or non-combatants], regardless of one's cause, is 

unacceptable and fits into the definition of terrorism."[142]  

  

  

USS Arizona (BB-39) burning during the Japanese surprise attack on Pearl 

Harbor, December 7, 1941.  

State terrorism has been used to refer to terrorist acts committed by 

governmental agents or forces. This involves the use of state resources 

employed by a state's foreign policies, such as using its military to directly 

perform acts of terrorism. Professor of Political Science Michael Stohl cites the 

examples that include the German bombing of London, the Japanese bombing 

of Pearl Harbor, the British firebombing of Dresden, and the U.S. atomic 

bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki during World War II. He argues that "the 

use of terror tactics is common in international relations and the state has 

been and remains a more likely employer of terrorism within the international 

system than insurgents." He cites the first strike option as an example of the 

"terror of coercive diplomacy" as a form of this, which holds the world hostage 

with the implied threat of using nuclear weapons in "crisis management" and 

he argues that the institutionalized form of terrorism has occurred as a result 

of changes that took place following World War II. In this analysis, state 

terrorism exhibited as a form of foreign policy was shaped by the presence and 



use of weapons of mass destruction, and the legitimizing of such violent 

behavior led to an increasingly accepted form of this behavior by the state.  

  

Connection with tourism  

The connection between terrorism and tourism has been widely studied since 

the Luxor massacre in Egypt.[156][157] In the 1970s, the targets of terrorists 

were politicians and chiefs of police while now, international tourists and 

visitors are selected as the main targets of attacks. The attacks on the World 

Trade Center and the Pentagon on September 11, 2001, were the symbolic 

center, which marked a new epoch in the use of civil transport against the 

main power of the planet.[158] From this event onwards, the spaces of leisure 

that characterized the pride of West, were conceived as dangerous and 

frightful.  

  

Funding  

Main article: Terrorist financing  

State sponsors have constituted a major form of funding; for example,  

Palestine Liberation Organization, Democratic Front for the Liberation of 

Palestine and other groups considered to be terrorist organizations, were 

funded by the Soviet Union.[161][162] The Stern Gang received funding from  

Italian Fascist officers in Beirut to undermine the British Mandate for Palestine.  

  

Other major sources of funding include kidnapping for ransoms, smuggling 

(including wildlife smuggling),[164] fraud, and robbery.[161] The Islamic State 

in Iraq and the Levant has reportedly received funding "via private donations 

from the Gulf states".[165]  

  

The Financial Action Task Force is an inter-governmental body whose mandate, 

since October 2001, has included combating terrorist financing.[166]  



  

The Wall Street bombing at noon on September 16, 1920 killed thirty-eight 

people and injured several hundred. The perpetrators were never caught.[167]  

Terrorist attacks are often targeted to maximize fear and publicity, usually 

using explosives or poison.[168] Terrorist groups usually methodically plan 

attacks in advance, and may train participants, plant undercover agents, and 

raise money from supporters or through organized crime. Communications 

occur through modern telecommunications, or through old-fashioned methods 

such as couriers. There is concern about terrorist attacks employing weapons 

of mass destruction.  

  

Terrorism is a form of asymmetric warfare, and is more common when direct 

conventional warfare will not be effective because opposing forces vary greatly 

in power.[169]  

  

The context in which terrorist tactics are used is often a large-scale, unresolved 

political conflict. The type of conflict varies widely; historical examples include:  

  

Secession of a territory to form a new sovereign state or become part of a 

different state  

Dominance of territory or resources by various ethnic groups  

  

Sign notifying shoppers of increased surveillance due to a perceived increased 

risk of terrorism  

Responses to terrorism are broad in scope. They can include re-alignments of 

the political spectrum and reassessments of fundamental values.  

  

Specific types of responses include:  



Targeted laws, criminal procedures, deportations, and enhanced 

police powers  

Target hardening, such as locking doors or adding traffic barriers  

Preemptive or reactive military action  

Increased intelligence and surveillance activities  

Preemptive humanitarian activities  

More permissive interrogation and detention policies  

The term "counter-terrorism" has a narrower connotation, implying 

that it is directed at terrorist act."   

  

International agreements  

One of the agreements that promote the international legal anti-terror 

framework is the Code of Conduct Towards Achieving a World Free of 

Terrorism that was adopted at the 73rd session of the United Nations General 

Assembly in 2018. The Code of Conduct was initiated by Kazakhstan President 

Nursultan Nazarbay.  
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