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The term new terrorism came to its own after the 9/11 attacks. In 1986, the Canadian news magazine, Macleans, published The Trueing Face of the New Terrorism, which identified it as a war against perceived decadence and immorality in the West of the Middle East, mobile, well-educated, suicidal and brutally unpredictable... Islamic fundamentalists. More often, new terrorism
has focused on a new threat of mass casualties caused by chemical, biological or other agents. Discussions about new terrorism are often very alarming: it is described as far more deadly than anything that has come before it, a terrorism that seeks the total collapse of its opponents (Dore Gold, the American Spectator, March/April 2003). The British author is right to believe that
when people make use of the idea of a new terrorism, they mean at least some of the following: The new terrorism aims to destroy as an end in itself, while the old terrorism used violent destruction as a means of a political goal; The new terrorism therefore aims at as much destruction as possible, whether through destructive weapons or techniques such as suicide terrorism, while
the old terrorism sought to create a dramatic spectacle with as little damage as possible; The new terrorism is organisationally separate from the old terrorism. It is heterarchic (has many equally authoritative points of authority) and horizontal, rather than hierarchical and vertical; It is decentralised rather than centralised. (You may notice that companies, social groups and other
institutions are also often described in new terms, these days); The new terrorism is justified for religious and apocalyptic reasons, while old terrorism was rooted in political ideology. On its face, these simple distinctions between new and old terrorism sound rational, especially because they are closely linked to discussions of al-Qaeda, the most controversial terrorist group in
recent years. Unfortunately, when held up to history and analysis, the distinction between old and new falls apart. According to Professor Martha Crenshaw, whose first article on terrorism was published in 1972, we need to take longer to understand this phenomenon. In the March 30, 2003 edition of the Palestine Israel Journal she argued: The idea that the world is facing a new
terrorism completely unlike terrorism from the past has taken hold of the minds of policymakers, pundits, consultants and academics, especially in the United States. However, terrorism remains an inherent political rather than a cultural phenomenon and, as such, terrorism today is not fundamentally or qualitatively new, but is based in a evolving historical context. The idea of a
new terrorism is often based on insufficient knowledge of history as well as misinterpretations of modern terrorism. Such thinking is often contradictory. For It is not clear when the new terrorism began or the old one ended, or which groups fall into which category. Crenshaw goes on to explain the flaws in broad generalizations about new and old terrorism. In general, the problem
with most of the distinctions is that they are not true because there are so many exceptions to the supposed rules of the new and old. Crenshaw's main point is that terrorism remains an inherent political phenomenon. This means that people who choose terrorism act as they always have, out of dissatisfaction with how society is organised and run, and who have the power to
control it. To say that terrorism and terrorists are political rather than cultural also suggests that terrorists are responding to their modern environment rather than acting on an internal coherent belief system that has no connection to the world around it. If this is true, why do today's terrorists sound so often religious? Why do they speak in divine absolutes while the old terrorists
spoke in the form of national liberation or social justice, which sounds political? They sound that way because, as Crenshaw puts it, terrorism is grounded in an evolving historical context. In the last generation, this context has included the emergence of religiosity, the politicization of religion, and the tendency to speak politics in a religious idiom in mainstream circles, as well as in
violent extremist ones, both East and West. Mark Juergensmeyer, who has written extensively about religious terrorism, has described bin Laden as a religious policy. In places where political speech is officially muted, religion can offer an acceptable vocabulary to express a whole range of concerns. We may wonder why, if there is not really a new terrorism, so many have talked
about one. Here are a few suggestions: The first efforts to describe a new form of terrorism in the 1990s were generally by professional students on terrorism trying to make sense of phenomena that didn't fit into the model that evolved in the 1970s and 1980s out of left-leaining national liberation movements. Attacks like the religious cult Aum Shinrikyo did not make sense without
a reassessment of the model; Clear schematics like old and new make complex phenomena seem simple, which is intellectually satisfying and emotionally comforting in a complicated world; When people do not know the historical or cultural context of a phenomenon, something that they do not recognize can actually look new. In reality, it is simply new to them. Although
individuals who write about new terrorism after 9/11 may not be aware of it, their claim of unprecedented mortality is a political argument that favors putting more resources into terrorism (which doesn't kill as many people as heart disease, or poverty), precisely because it's so deadly;It's hard for any reason to draw in crowded media rooms. Claiming newness is a way to distinguish
a phenomenon, phenomenon, it is easier to digest than explanations of complicated historical facts;Identifying a new phenomenon can help a writer gain attention or build a career. State terrorism is as controversial a term as terrorism itself. Terrorism is often, but not always, defined on the basis of four characteristics: threats or use of violence; A political objective; the desire to
change the status quo; The intention to spread fear by committing spectacular public acts; Deliberate targeting of civilians. It is this last element - targeting innocent civilians - that stands out in the effort to distinguish between state terrorism and other forms of state violence. Declaring war and sending the military to fight other militaries is not terrorism, nor is it the use of violence to
punish criminals who have been convicted of violent crimes. In theory, it is not so difficult to distinguish between a state terrorism, especially when we look at the most dramatic examples that history offers. There is, of course, the reign of terror of the French government, which brought us the concept of terrorism in the first place. Shortly after the overthrow of the French monarchy
in 1793, a revolutionary dictatorship was established, and with it became the decision to exterminate anyone who could oppose or undermine the revolution. Tens of thousands of civilians were killed by guillotine for a series of crimes. In the 21st century, authoritarian states are systematically engaged in using violence and extreme versions of threats against their own civilians, an
example of the premise of state terrorism. Nazi Germany and the Soviet Union under Stalin's rule are often cited as historical cases of state terrorism. In theory, the form of government tends to suggest that a state resort to terrorism. Military dictatorships have often maintained power through terror. Such governments, as the authors of a book on Latin American state terrorism
have noted, can almost paralyze a society through violence and its threat: in such contexts, fear is an overriding feature of social action; it is characterised by the inability of social actors to predict the consequences of their behaviour because public authority is exercised indiscriminately and brutally. ( Fear on the Edge: State terror and resistance in Latin America, Eds. Juan E.
Corradi, Patricia Weiss Fagen, and Manuel Antonio Garreton, 1992). But many would argue that democracies are also capable of terrorism. The two most prominent cases in this respect are the United States and Israel. Both are elected democracies with significant guarantees against violations of the civil rights of their citizens. However, Israel has for many years been
characterized by critics as a form of terrorism against the population of the territories it has occupied since 1967. to maintain power. The anecdotal evidence therefore points to a distinction between democratic and authoritarian forms of state terrorism. Democratic regimes can promote state terrorism of peoples outside their borders or be perceived as foreigners. They are not
terrorising their own populations. In a way, they cannot, because a regime that is genuinely based on the violent oppression of most citizens (not just some) ceases to be democratic. Dictatorships terrorise their own populations. State terrorism is a fantastically slippery concept in large part because the states themselves have the power to operationally define it. Unlike non-
governmental groups, states have legislative powers to say what terrorism is and determine the consequences of the definition. they have power and they can claim the legitimate use of violence in many ways that civilians cannot, to an extent that civilians cannot. Rebel or terrorist groups have the only language at their disposal - they can call state violence terrorism. A number of
conflicts between states and their opposition have a rhetorical dimension. Palestinian militants call Israel a terrorist, Kurdish militants call Turkey a terrorist, Tamil militants call Indonesia a terrorist. Terrorist.
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