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International Response to Terrorism
Introduction
The war on terror emerged a decade ago following the 9/11 terror attacks in America. Since then, terrorism received international attention with America at the frontline. The last two decades have seen different approaches to counterterrorism deployed by individual countries, regional, and international inter-governmental organizations such as the UN and NATO. Numerous successes have been achieved from the capturing of chief terrorist leaders such as Bin Laden to prevention of potential terror threats or attacks. However, the counterterrorism strategies implemented in the last two decades have also failed to address or eliminate terrorism effectively. The world has continued to witness horrific attacks under the hands of terrorist. This illustrates the contradictory approaches and policy issues that have failed to address terrorism effectively. Most of the counterterrorism strategies involve use of force through the military as well as training or supporting small local militia/forces to kill terrorists. These efforts are considered to be re-active strategies rather than pro-active strategies. Terrorism is a global problem deeply rooted in political, social, cultural, religious, and economic aspects of society. The world has however adopted a rather misguided and counter-productive response to terrorism resulting in short-term achievements with long-term failures. The following paper aims at evaluating the international response to terrorism. It will assess the successes and failures in terrorism responses while offering the conceptual assessment behind them. 
What is Terrorism?
Terrorism has no universal definition but there are certain aspects that differentiate terrorism from other forms of crime. Firstly, terrorism has three main features starting with any form of violent attack or a threat of violence. Again, it is designed to intimidate or coerce a specific group of people either people of a certain religion, or a government among others (Haleem, 2011).  Lastly, different political, social, religious, and cultural aspects motivate acts of terrorism (Fierke, 2012). Therefore, terrorism can be defined as the illegal use of violence as well as intimidation, particularly against noncombatants, in pursuit of political objectives. Terrorism is targets people indiscriminately with the use of violence as a method of creating terror or fear among population to achieve ideological, religious, financial, or political aims (Kilcullen, 2010). 
The Cause of Terrorism
In general, terrorism has always been linked to religious roots where most Western countries tend to believe that Islamic terrorist act based on their religious belief. The Islamic teachings of the Jihad encourage Muslims to kill the non-believers (Pape, 2008). This is what has been popularized as Islamic radicalism, which is rooted in the history of the Muslim religion. Historically, it is a fact that Muslims attacked and killed non-believers based on the teaching found in the Quran. Nonetheless, the causes of terrorism have more to do with socio-political issues rather than religion. According to Richardson (2006), Muslims religion and beliefs have not adopted or accepted global civilization, resulting in use of radical religious symbols and emotions to achieve political goals. In most of the Islamic nations where terrorist are likely to originate, the influence of western nations and their culture is seen as a threat to the Muslim community (Haleem, 2011). Therefore, terrorists or radicals use religious views and emotions to deter people from adopting universally accepted political and social ideologies (Pape, 2008). Muslims are always in a struggle as a community to find their identity and legitimacy in the rapidly changing world. The lack of radical Muslims to adapt or react to the changing world leads to disunity in the Muslim community. Contemporary Muslims do not support the use of violence or Jihad to achieve religious salvation. However, radical Muslims use their radical ideologies to encourage terrorism since there is no other way of resolving the different ideologies. 
Terrorism is also caused by environmental aspects especially injustices by states or government against specific groups of people. Most terrorist groups and ideologies originate from politically unstable nations (Fierke, 2012). As such, communities or groups of people who feel isolated or treated unfairly can react through violence. Politics is also a huge cause of terrorism where militant Islamic groups attempt to overthrow or protest against modern and democratic systems in the nation (Fierke, 2012). Lastly, since the U.S declared war against terror, it has conducted unfair and unjustified measures against Islamic states with force that have triggered a strong reaction from terrorist groups.    
The Purpose of terrorist movements
The main objectives of the mainstream terrorism or terror attacks are based on long terms goals especially of creating intense transformations in governments similar to revolutions or wars. Moreover, terrorism also seeks to change the ideology of populations or certain groups of society. According to Richardson (2006), extremist groups also seek political legitimacy and recognition to influence local, regional, and global foreign policies. Extremists will also seek international and local recognition from communities who in turn can join their cause (Haleem, 2011). Terrorists will also conduct violent activities to weaken, disrupt, and embarrass military, security, and government apparatus. Other objectives are short-term such as the release of terrorist prisoners or financial gains. 
Types of terrorism in the world
There are different kinds of terrorism in the world. The common and popular type of terrorism is religious terrorism. This is occurs when terrorist use their religious beliefs to justify violence against others such as the Al-Qaida (Haleem, 2011). Another type of terrorism is left and right wing terrorism where extremist fight against liberal governments or against democratic capitalist governments. Other types of terror are hard to define such as pathological violent acts conducted by individual with their own personal rather than group objectives. Such types of terror include bombings and school-shootings. Again, terrorism can also be in form of narcotics such as the Mexican drug cartels. 
Successes of counter terrorism
The successes of counter terrorism in the world have been different throughout time and based on their diverse nature. According to Richardson, successful counter terrorism strategies are aimed at empowering and legitimizing nonviolent mediators, to isolate terrorists successfully. In simple terms, it means that governments have to maintain moral high ground and persuade the doubtful that the nation and its agents are the good people. In classical terrorism examples such major revolutions in Britain, America, and France, the successes were largely achieved through military, intelligence, strategic and psychological campaigns. A great example is of successful counter terrorism is the British fight against Northern Ireland’s I.R.A (Kilcullen, 2010). The British applied intelligence to recruit I.R.A informants with a strategy of creating splits that successfully resulted in the I.R.A killing most of their radicals than the UK did. The same successes were witnessed in Turkey fight against the Kurdish P.K.K (Kilcullen, 2010). In Indonesia, the PK4 strategy worked successfully against the Darul Islam (Kilcullen, 2010). The strategy involved classifying different areas based on government control i.e. government controlled, disputed areas, and rebel controlled. Through a cordon-and-search procedure, they reaffirmed control on government and disputed areas (Kilcullen, 2010). For rebel held areas, civilians were cordoned off and the insurgency was decapitated in terms of their command as well as psychological beliefs leading to a successful end of the insurgency. 
The nature of these counter terrorism success were based on several features. All the successful counter terrorism campaigns have been because of law enforcement intelligence backed by coordination with judiciary and the military (Kilcullen, 2010). In all these situations, governments realized that what they were facing was not a combat threat of war, but a political challenge. As such, their main objective was separating the terrorists from the rest of the community. Once the separation was successful, they sought moderators to address the grievances in each community, thus changing their overall political ideologies in support of the nation rather than the insurgency. 
Failure to counter terrorism by the military
The international response to terrorism has failed dramatically over the years, which is attributed to constant use of force through the military. The failure to counter terrorism by the military is evident in America’s decade-long campaign on Islamic states. Firstly, America’s first response was to use military force in Afghanistan following the 9/11 attacks. However, this did not deter the terrorists from stopping their cause. NATO has also conducted numerous military operations on Islamic states and regions occupied by states (Mitchell, 2011). Nonetheless, the military tactics used are rather questionable and controversial. In any case, successful counter terrorism aims at ensuring civilians or noncombatants are the top priority in ensuring their security. However, military operations are conducted without the considerations of civilians. Additionally, military operations are targeted at using force to capture and eliminate the enemy (Mitchell, 2011). Thus far, military operations only manage to incapacitate terror groups through casualties or reduction in military equipment. The global response to terrorism through military intervention is also questionable and unorganized. Certain global affairs attain legality and legitimacy based on their urgency and is unique circumstances (Falk, Juergensmeyer & Popovski, 2012). However, terrorism was promoted as a unique reason for NATO to wage war in the Middle East. Despite this, the war on terror through military forces did not have a structure of principle restraint (Falk, Juergensmeyer & Popovski, 2012).    
Another major failure in military response to counter terrorism is the use of drones and air strikes. Most of the military responses towards terrorism are based on political motivations. For instance, the Bush administration was under pressure to guarantee that they could protect and safeguard Americans. Without any proper analysis of the situation, they waged a war against Islamic states especially those accused of harboring terrorists such as Afghanistan and Pakistan (Zenko, 2010). This has been the continued trend as the deployment of drones has become increasingly popular. Drones are used to make targeted killings especially taking out high profile terrorist leaders (Mitchell, 2011). Nevertheless, the legality, ethics, and legitimacy of drone warfare are highly controversial. Drones operations as well as air strikes have killed thousands of innocent civilians in the past decade. Drones have also proven to have negative socio, environmental, economic, and political results on affected communities and nations (Kaag & Kreps, 2012). U.S drone strikes are regarded as covert operations, but they significantly violate international laws by conducting military operations without informing other governments and international bodies (Zenko, 2010). The use of drones, air strikes and military ground attacks has even caused more harm than good. Currently, there is a greater potential of terror attacks likely to occur. The world has seen more terror attacks in the last 5 years compared to a decade ago. Terrorism has actually increased due to aggravated reactions from terror groups who wish to revenge against the use of military force on Islamic states, comrades, and even communities. Therefore, military force has escalated rather than counter terrorism internationally. 
How attitude and perspective in tackling terrorism
Firstly, violence committed by state opponents has received a degree of acceptance than violence committed by extremists because they do not follow the law. Counter terrorism requires innovative, systematic, and integrated strategic steps to be effective. Such a strategy moves beyond ideological and security approaches to the wider welfare and culture of affected communities. One of the main issues that the international response to terrorism has avoided is reconciliation and empowerment of affected communities (Zenko, 2010). Through such an approach, communities can gain the trust and confidence of state apparatus and their ideologies to end radicalism. Moreover, the use of military force should be as limited as possible to encourage political, social, economic, and cultural approaches that will have long-term impacts (Kilcullen, 2010). The current system of counter terrorism has proved counterproductive even in the face of justice. There is no need for high profile jails such as Gautama bay that regard terrorist as high-risk criminals with serious security threats against countries (Ginbar, 2008). 
The international community should promote increased coaching, education, and empowerment to divert radical ideologies deeply rooted in isolated and segregated communities (Kilcullen, 2010). Actors should also seek cooperation from state and community mediators to ensure that they find a viable solution or means of balancing the conflicting ideologies on religious, political, cultural, and economic differences (Ginbar, 2008). Lastly, terrorism should be approached from a social, political, economic, environmental, and cultural point of view. It is not entirely about war, violence, or security. It has more to do with changing how people’s perspectives, their livelihood, and their understanding of humanity or civilization. 
Conclusion
In conclusion, the international response to terrorism has failed to counter terrorism. Currently, the world is facing increased terrorist attack than in earlier years. These terrorist attacks differ in nature and in their ultimate goals. Even with the increased research and evidence on counter terrorism, no counter terrorism strategy has proved effective. A key concern is that most nations and actors tend to view terrorism as an extreme crime rather than entrenched political, social, economic, and cultural power struggles. Without such a perspective, the world has reacted harshly and even more brutally towards terrorists through targeted drone strikes, military force, air strikes, and even torture in prisons. The result of this has been renewed tensions as terror groups seek revenge for the atrocities inflicted on their communities and countries. To win the war against terrorism, the international community should begin with empowering and educating the affected communities and regions to win their trust in developing long-term impacts. By changing their daily lives from economic, political, and social empowerment, most people will realize that terrorists causes are not good. Moreover, this will help end the endless radicalization of vulnerable people in the community by ensuring that they have alternative ideologies and empowerment. 
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