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ABSTRACT 

 

The frequency of failed and failing states has increased dramatically in the twenty-first century, 

as has the prominence of internal and international terrorism. At this moment, the international 

community of nations faces a difficulty in adopting an uniform approach to treatment of 

terrorism as an international crime. Terrorism is an international crime, according to this article, 

and as such, the world community must act to prevent terrorism and prosecute those who 

commit acts of terrorism. The events of September 11, 2001, have provided an opportunity for 

internationalist parties to rise to the top of the global political discussion in this regard. With 

the UN reportedly governing a global war on terrorism, it is past time for terrorism as a non- 

governmental institution's actions becoming a global commitment of countries, with that 

obligation being further designated to global institutions such as the International Criminal 

Court for prosecution and subsequent punishment. 

INTRODUCTION 

 

The International Criminal Tribunals and the International Criminal Court were created to 

punish the world's most heinous crimes, including genocide, war crimes, aggression, and 

crimes against humanity. The International Criminal Tribunals, which have been succeeded by 

the International Criminal Court, were established because it was recognized that these offenses 

impact the entire globe and are highly damaging to the preservation of global security. But it is 

also surprising that the International Criminal Court exists at all, its authority would be of no 

international importance if it is not useful or completely implemented. It is now necessary and 

unavoidable that the tribunal's functions be critically examined in light of cases in which its 

jurisdiction should be and has been exercised, particularly in the areas of violations of human 

rights and international terrorism. 

STATEMENT OF PROBLEM 

 

The main reason for establishing ICC to basically give authority to the member states over 

certain crimes which he states do not address them under Rome Statute. However, the court is 

widely regarded as a failure, in part because of its failure to effectively penalise crimes against 

humanity, which fall under its jurisdiction. Despite being in the best position to do so, the court 

is also viewed as lacking in capacity to hear cases involving international terrorism. 
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RESEARCH OBJECTIVE 

The ultimate goal of this research paper is to ascertain the aspects of global crimes, then 

investigate the evolution of ICTs and the ICC since their founding, and finally, determine the 

extent whereby the International Criminal Court's (ICC) competence has been substantially 

claimed in the areas of violations of human rights and global terrorism.. The report also tries to 

identify the elements that have consistently hampered the court's ability to exercise jurisdiction 

over certain crimes. Finally, and most crucially, the report tries to propose remedies to 

challenges that impede the ICC from fully fulfilling its responsibilities. 

RESEARCH METHOD 

 

The research process will be methodical, with pertinent facts, information, and statutes being 

carefully examined to allow the writer to establish judgments and offer a critical assessment of 

the research topic. 

RESEARCH QUESTIONS 

 

1 WHAT IS ROLE OF INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL COURT? 

 

2. WHAT IS HISTORY OF INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL COURT? 

 

3. WHAT IS JURISDICTION OF INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL COURT? 

 

4. WHAT IS MEANING OF TERRORISM? 

 

5. HOW THE WORD TERRORISM EVOLUTED ? 

 

6. ARE THERE SOME EXMAPLES? 

 

BACKGROUND 

 

The significance of the International Criminal Court (ICC) and International criminal tribunals 

(ICTs) cannot be overstated, because they've been undoubtedly important in the investigations, 

convictions, and execution of humanity's most horrendous acts. Whereas tribunals have 

represented as spontaneous processes throughout which such crimes have been duly 

prosecuted, mainly depending on the concept of legal boundaries
1
, the ICC was establishes the 

foundation to the Rome statute of the International Criminal Court
2
; as an enduring working 

throughout which these serious offences should be indicted; with a continuing presence in The 

Hague, Netherlands. The concerns over which the ICC and ICTs have jurisdiction are, of 

course, limited. This seems to be due to the basic International law norm of state sovereignty 

                                                      
1
 Most notably the International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY) and the InternationalCriminal 

Tribunal for Rwanda (ICTR). 
2
 Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court 17 July 1998; available at: 

http://www.refworld.org/docid/3ae6b3a84.htm [accessed 11 April 2022] 
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and territorial authority, whereby grants sovereign nations the sole power to examine, trial, and 

punish criminal offences perpetrated inside their de jure or de facto jurisdiction. Despite this, 

there's been some clearly defined crimes that appear to fall under the jurisdiction of ICTs and 

the ICC, though this jurisdiction is not unique because the International Criminal Court is now 

only a last resort institution, i.e. the ICC is really only expected to exercise its jurisdiction over 

offences when the state(s) where the acts of terrorism were perpetrated fails to respond 

unwilling to criminalise offenders of the offences. Such atrocities have an impact on the 

worldwide society since they frequently result in the loss of hundreds, thousands, or even 

millions of people. According to the Rome Statute, the offences are generally defined as 

genocide, war crimes, crimes of aggression, and crimes against humanity. As a result, multiple 

ad hoc International Criminal Tribunals, as well as the lasting court, have been established 

during the 1990s to investigate, trial, and convict offences fitting under the broad 

classifications. It should be emphasised, however, that the majority of these International 

Criminal Tribunals have completed their work. Whereas the narrator recognises that the court's 

duties, authority, and scope of forces are well defined in the statute, it is argued that the true 

extent of these positions and authority has yet to be recognised, despite the actuality that the 

organisation has been hailed as a potentially effective mechanism for achieving world harmony 

and safety. 

In terms of the ICC's authority in the investigation, trial, and prosecution of crimes against 

humanity, these offences are defined as egregious breaches and infringements of humanitarian 

legislation, and they typically include a slew of the world's most heinous crimes, the majority 

of which are committed in gross violation of people's natural inherent rights. Because all 

important crimes that will be examined further may readily be classified as violations of 

humanitarian rules, the writer has chosen to use the phrase "crimes against humanity" for all 

relevant crimes that will be addressed later. Murder, torture, apartheid, forced disappearance, 

extermination, and assaults intended against any civilian group are one of the eleven kinds of 

crimes included in the Rome Statute. Irrespective of the fact that the ICC's jurisdiction to 

investigate, try, and prosecute crimes against humanity has been called into question on 

multiple occasions, most countries acknowledge that the ICC has mostly failed in its mission 

to combat human rights violations, particularly given the reality that the organisation has been 

in presence since 2003.
3
 

On the topic of international terrorism, there are still doubts about whether the International 

Criminal Court can effectively pursue the crime. According to reports, the number of 

individuals murdered by terrorist acts climbed by 80% in 2014, hitting an all-time high of 

almost 33,000, and the yearly death toll from terrorism has grown ninefold since 2000. Terrorist 

attacks are also increasingly focusing on people rather than military, political, or targeting 

civilians. Terrorism's heinous nature cannot be overlooked, as it regularly affects the people 

and property of people and nations, and it creates an even bigger danger if its actions are not 

restricted. Regardless of the fact that "terrorism" is not formally listed among the types of 

crimes for which the ICC has jurisdiction, it is evident that the organization has an important 

                                                      
3
 Malcolm N. Shaw, International law, (6th ed, US, Cambridge University press 2008), pp. 652-658 
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role to play in its prosecution because it is a felony with worldwide ramifications due to its 

terrible nature. Since the ICC is the only international court with universal jurisdiction over 

felony crimes, terrorism naturally falls within its jurisdiction. 

As a result, the background and extent of international crimes, as well as the justification for 

the founding of the ICTs and the ICC, will be discussed in this article. The changeover from 

international criminal tribunals (ICTs) to the International Criminal Court (ICC) also will be 

explored in order to better appreciate the ICC's competence over these offenses. The ICC's 

positions and jurisdictional scope will be examined, particularly in relation to crimes against 

humanity and global terrorism; the author will also attempt to identify some fundamental 

problems in critical areas that have repeatedly hampered the court's ability to assume 

jurisdiction over these offences. Furthermore, the paper will include suggestions for resolving 

the challenges that are limiting the court's ability to effectively hear cases in which the relevant 

offences have been perpetrated. 

INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL COURT 

 

The International Criminal Court (ICC) was established in 2002 with the goal of bringing those 

accountable for some of the world's most heinous crimes to judgment. Members of the tribunal 

believe that it deters war criminals, improves the rule of law, and delivers justice to victims of 

atrocities
4
. Since its inception, however, the court has faced a number of challenges. It would 

be unable to gain support from major countries like as the United States, China, and Russia, 

who say that it is a threat to national independence. Two countries have left the court, and other 

African states have protested that it has discriminated out their region. Under President Donald 

Trump, US hostility to the ICC sharpened, and while the Joe Biden administration has made a 

more conciliatory stance, tensions continue. 

BACKGROUND OF ICC 

 

Following World War II, the Allies established the Nuremberg Trials, the very first 

international war crimes tribunal, to punish key Nazi officials. Many nations did not unite 

around the notion of a permanent court to punish offenders of the globe's most egregious crimes 

accountable until the 1990s. The UN had already established ad hoc international criminal 

tribunals to handle with war criminals in the erstwhile Yugoslavia and Rwanda, but many 

international law experts thought these were ineffective barriers.
5
 

In 1989, Trinidad & Tobago proposed that a UN panel investigate the establishment of a 

permanent court. In the years that followed, such attempts acquired traction, particularly in 

Europe and Africa. African nations make up the largest bloc of ICC members, as CFR's 

                                                      
4
 Dan Donovan, ‘’INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL COURT: SUCCESSES AND FAILURES’’ (23 MARCH, 

2012), at https://intpolicydigest.org/2012/03/23/international-criminal-court-successes-and-failures/ (accessed 17 

April 2022) 
5
 Felter,Clair The Role of ICC [28

th
 March 2022] https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/role-international-criminal- 

court [Accessed on: 17
th

 April 2022] 

 

https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/role-international-criminal-court
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Michelle Gavin reminds out. The European Union is a strong backer of the court, having 

enacted a formal resolution in its favour in 2011. 

During such a conference in Rome in July 1998, the UN General Assembly approved the ICC's 

foundational treaty. After already being ratified by over sixty countries, the Rome Statute enters 

into force on July 1, 2002. 

JURISDICTION OF ICC 

 

The International Criminal Court (ICC) has jurisdiction over genocide, crimes against 

humanity, war crimes, and aggression, according to Article 5 of the ICC Statute. Articles 6 to 

8 define these offences "for the purposes of the Statute." 3 The Elements of Crime, approved 

in September 2002 at the very first meeting of the Assemblies of State Parties, govern the 

construction of these offences. 

The Court does not have retrospective jurisdiction over offences committed before the 

legislation took effect on July 1, 2002, as stated in Article 11(1). Article 24(1), which states 

that no individual shall be deemed responsible under this Act for activity occurring prior to the 

ICC Statute's entrance into effect, reinforces this notion of non-retroactivity. 

According to Article 25 of the Statute, the ICC's authority is confined to natural individuals 

alone. At the time of the incident, the suspected offender should have been at least eighteen 

years old. 

The Court's jurisdiction over offences enumerated in Article 5 can be invoked in three different 

ways: The very first when a country member approaches the UN with a concern. Such a country 

party can correspond a circumstance to the Court and politely request that the prosecutor launch 

an investigation; second, the Security Council can refer a situation to the Court by adopting a 

resolution under Chapter 7 of the United Nations Charter; and third, the prosecutor can initiate 

an interrogation on his or her own action plan. A number of protections have been put in place 

to guarantee that the prosecutor is guided by objective standards rather than political reasons. 

The prosecution must submit a request for investigative authorization to the Pre-Trial Chamber. 

If it is determined that there is a rational ground for conducting an inquiry, the Pre-Trial 

Chamber must permit it. If the Pre-Trial Chamber declines to approve an inquiry, the 

prosecutor may reapply the petition only if fresh facts and proof are presented.
6
 

Article 5 of the Act gives the Court automatic jurisdiction over the offences stated there. The 

Court's automatic jurisdiction is based on two separate grounds of jurisdiction: the territoriality 

and nationality concepts
7
. Since territorial jurisdiction is so intimately linked to the concept of 

sovereignty, it is the most widely accepted basis of jurisdiction. National courts can likewise 

establish their jurisdiction over offences prohibited by their national legal regimes based on 

these reasons. By filing a statement with the Registrar, the Court can even exert its jurisdiction 

if the State of nationality or territoriality is not a party to the Statute but recognises the Court's 

                                                      
6
 Mahanta Leoni “International Criminal Court : Jurisdictional Issues” 

7
 Ibid, Article 5 
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jurisdiction over the offence. The Korean delegation's offer included two new jurisdictional 

links: the victim's custody state and the victim's state of nationality. The law received support 

because it welcomed the United States to some extent. This has sped up the entire ratification 

process by pulling in a large number of new states. 

 

MEANING OF TERRORISM 

 

In the late eighteenth century, the word was used to depict the Jacobin reign of (state) terror 

during the French revolution. Its use has fluctuated since then, dependent on the disapprover's 

standpoint, between stigmatising various types of state and non-state violence. Although there 

is a long and contentious history of moral and political opposition to the term "terrorism," legal 

definitions of the term have only lately emerged. 

The subject of what is now commonly referred to as terrorism has been presented in national 

legislation in a variety of ways since the mid-nineteenth century. Political violence was 

punished as a common criminal or a violation of public order or security. Victim governments 

frequently requested the surrendering of perpetrators of political violence who fled across 

national boundaries to avoid vengeance or punishment.
8
 

Moreover, high variability national extradition laws and bilateral treaties frequently prevented 

collaboration in such instances, whether due to the 'double criminality' necessity (behaviour 

must be illegal in both jurisdictions) or the 'political offence exception' (prohibiting detainment 

where offences are 'political') and the linked protective measures of political asylum. Inter-state 

hostilities arose as a result, as did tolerance for all perpetrators, even those who murdered or 

maimed people arbitrarily. 

Attempts to address these legal hurdles to collaboration led to today's international attempts to 

handle 'terrorism.' The Belgian 'attentat' (attempt) clause, which went into effect in 1856, made 

killings of leaders of state or government extraditable, even if they were politically driven, and 

the notion extended to other western European countries and the United States. 

Following the 1934 assassination in France of King Alexander of Yugoslavia and the French 

Foreign Minister, Louis Barthou, by a Macedonian separatist, the most serious international 

effort to legally confront 'terrorism' in this time occurred. On the grounds of the political crime 

exemption, Italian courts declined to extradite the runaways. To avoid a potential confrontation, 

the League of Nations developed an international convention to combat terrorism, as well as a 

treaty establishing an international criminal court to punish it, between 1934 and 1937.
9
 

 

States were compelled to prohibit terrorist crimes by the 1937 Convention for the Prevention 

and Punishment of Terrorism. 'Acts of terrorism,' according to Article 1(2), are "criminal acts 

                                                      
8
 John Cassidy, “FACTS ABOUT TERRORISM” (24 NOVEMBER 2015), at 

https://www.newyorker.com/news/john-cassidy/the-facts-about-terrorism (accessed 18 April 2022). 
9
 Saul, Ben “ Defining Terrorism in International Law” 

https://www.nyulawglobal.org/globalex/Defining_Terrorism_International_Law.html [Accessed on; 21
st
 April 

2022] 
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aimed against a [foreign] State and intended or designed to produce a state of terror in the 

thoughts of specific individuals, groups of individuals, or the general public." Attacks against 

people and property, weaponry offences, and accomplice offences are all included in Article 2 

as physical activities that states must prosecute. As a consequence, terrorism is defined by its 

intended outcome (a state of terror), ultimate target (a State), and prohibited tactics used, 

despite attempts to describe terrorism as a political tool being dismissed. Despite complaints 

that the language was unclear and vulnerable to abuse, 'acts of terrorism' was defined in a 

circular manner by reference to 'a condition of terror.' 

The extradition provisions of the Convention did not, however, remove terrorism from the 

political crime exemption. Many governments were hesitant to limit their sovereign power in 

extradition cases, especially the extent of political offences, in the face of rising 

authoritarianism, and were concerned about the deterioration of refuge. The pact was never put 

into effect because of the outbreak of World War II and the fall of the League. As a result, the 

typical method in national legislation has maintained that terrorist violence is punished as 

conventional crimes, such as political or security offences, rather than as terrorism. 

Furthermore, extradition continued vulnerable to differing views to the political crime 

exemption in multinational cases. Nonetheless, the League's interpretation affected following 

international legal arguments. 

HISTORY OF TERRORISM 

Terrorism was first brought to the attention of the international community in 1934, when the 

League of Nations proposed a plan to develop a treaty for the prevention and combating of 

terrorism. The Convention for the Prevention and Punishment of Terrorism (CPPT) was signed 

in 1937. The Convention, on the other hand, never got enough ratifications to become effective. 

The United Nations General Assembly established a committee on terrorism in 1972, which 

lasted until 1979, when it was disbanded owing to a shortage of consensus on a defining of 

terrorism. 

Even though there is no international agreement that specifically forbids terrorism, several 

measures have been enacted to prevent and suppress terrorist attacks by prohibiting certain 

components of terrorism. To this end, a number of international treaties have been ratified, 

each of which addresses a different aspect of terrorist activity. The 1970 Convention for the 

Suppression of Unlawful Seizure of Aircraft (the Hague Convention) and the 1971 Convention 

for the Suppression of Unlawful Acts against the Safety of Civil Aviation were the first of these 

treaties (the Montreal Convention). Terrorist acts committed during air travel are addressed in 

these accords (for instance, hijacking). 

The 1997 International Convention for the Suppression of Terrorist Bombings and the 1999 

International Convention for the Suppression of Terrorist Financing are two more significant 

conventions. 

All such multilateral Agreements place a powerful emphasis on inter-State cooperation and 

enforce the obligation to extradite or prosecute (aut dedere aut judicare), which requires States 
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to pursue a national terrorism prosecution either through their own courts or through the courts 

of other countries that are able to prosecute.
10

 

Particularly offenses against humanity and/or war crimes can now be tried by the international 

criminal courts for the formerly Yugoslavia (ICTY) and Rwanda (ICTR) (see Arts. 2, 3, and 5 

of the ICTY Statute and Arts. 3 and 4 of the ICTR Statute). The Special Tribunal for Lebanon 

(STL), which has jurisdiction over terrorist actions (see Art. 2(a) of the STL Statute), is the 

lone exemption. The Special Tribunal, on the other hand, operates under Lebanese internal law 

rather than international law. Terrorism is not an unique crime for which the International 

Criminal Court (ICC) has jurisdiction. Terrorism is also not included in Article 8 of the Rome 

Statute of the International Criminal Court's list of war criminals. The only way the 

International Criminal Court could have jurisdiction over terrorist activities is if they were a 

form of another offense that the Court already had jurisdiction over (for instance, crimes against 

humanity under Article 7 of the Rome Statute). 

TERRORISM AS A CUSTOMARY INTERNATIONAL LAW CRIME? 

 

Though neither pacts nor the UN Security Council have outlined terrorism, the Appeals 

Chamber of the hybrid UN Special Tribunal for Lebanon, which was founded in 2005 to 

prosecute terrorist bombings in Lebanon, claimed to have identified an existing customary 

international wrongdoing of terrorism in times of peace and adhered it in construing domestic 

terrorism crimes under Lebanese law in 2011. Three factors make up the crime: 

 

i. doing or threatening to commit this crime (such as murder, abduction, hostage-taking, 

arson, and so on); 

ii. the purpose to generate terror in the populace (which would usually imply the 

production of a public threat) or to persuade a national or international authority to 

take action or avoid taking action, either directly or indirectly; 

iii. if the act has an international component. 

 

Domestic terrorism is ruled out due to the necessity of a transnational element. Whereas the 

Tribunal primarily acknowledged terrorism as a felony in peaceful times, it did suggest that "a 

larger standard that would criminalise terrorist conduct during times of armed conflict may be 

evolving." The offence's general features are similar to the definitions in the Terrorist Financing 

Convention of 1999 and the UN Draft Comprehensive Convention. It is wider than the Security 

Council's restrictive, legal protections interpretation in Resolution 1566. The Appeals Chamber 

recognised that a political or other true motivation component (as discovered in some common 

law definitions, as mentioned above) would constrict the meaning, prevent over-application, 

and advance the principle of legality, ultimately came to the decision that, while it could be in 

the future, it was not yet part of the customary law description. 

 

                                                      
10

 Mauro Politi, The ICC and the Crime of Aggression, Journal of International Criminal Justice 10 (2012) pp. 

285- 286. 
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The Appeals Chamber came to the judgement that the 37 national terrorism statutes it 

referenced are largely "concordant" and demonstrate "a widespread position on and a common 

perspective of terrorism." 'elements prevalent across national legislation defining terrorism 

include the employment of criminal activities to terrorise or intimidate people, pressure 

government authorities, or undermine or disrupt social or political systems,' according to the 

report. 

 

INTERNATIONAL CASES 

HOSTAGE CASE: United States v. Wilhelm List, et al
11 

 

The subject with which the trial dealt gave rise to its name. The suspects were accused with 

war crimes and crimes against humanity on four counts: 

 Participation in killing of many of the innocent civilian in Greece, Yugoslavia, and 

Albania by German armed forces personnel 

 pillage and looting of public and private property, destruction of cities, towns, and 

villages, and other acts of devastation by troops of the German armed forces in Norway, 

Greece, Yugoslavia, and Albania 

 involvement in the inception and formulation of confidential directives depriving 

enemy soldiers quarter and depriving them prisoner of war (POW) rights, as well as 

instructions demanding the execution of surrendered troops from nations at war with 

Germany. 

 German military forces were involved in the murder, torture, detention in concentration 

camps, forced labour, and repatriation of citizens from Greece, Yugoslavia, and Albania 

for slave labour. 

The trial began on July 15, 1947, after the indictment on July 8, 1947. With just 10 defendants, 

the trial ended on February 9, 1948. Between the conviction and the arraignment, Franz 

Boehme committed suicide. Maximilian von Weichs' case was dropped since he was unable to 

face trial due to his physical limitations. 

The Tribunal handed down its decision on February 19, finding eight of the defendants guilty 

on at least one count and convicting the other two. Two of the convicted defendants were 

sentenced to life in prison, while the other six were sentenced to jail terms spanning from 

seven to twenty years. 

 

PROSECUTOR V. MILOMIR STAKIC
12

 

 

Milomir Staki, the President of the Serb-controlled Prijedor Municipality Crisis Staff and the 

head of the Municipal Council for National Defense in Prijedor, was charged with 

intentionally and voluntarily participating in a joint criminal enterprise and, in continuation of 

                                                      
11

 (1948) 11 TWC 757 
12

 (ICTY), 22 MARCH 2006 
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the joint criminal enterprise: establishing and providing activities for regional conflict staffs 

within Prijedor Municipality in order to maintain effective protection, including taking control 

over media. Individuals and supreme criminal culpability for genocide and participation in 

genocide, human rights violations for murder, annihilation, persecutions, expulsion, and cruel 

acts, and breaches of the customs of war for murder were all charged against him by the 

prosecutors. 

In 2003, the Trial Chamber found Staki guilty of crimes against humanity for extermination and 

oppression, including murder and deportations, mistreatment, physical abuse, rape, sexual 

abuse, constant embarrassment and degeneration, damage of religious buildings, and forced 

deportation, as well as violations of the laws or customs of war for murder; however, the Trial 

Chamber found Staki not guilty of genocide and connivance in genocide. 

The Appeals Chamber resolved the appellant's and prosecution's appeals in 2006, finding that 

the Trial Chamber erred in failing to convict him for extraditing or forcefully removing 

Prijedor's non-Serb population, as well as in deciding Staki's sentence. Staki was condemned 

to life in prison by the Trial Chamber, but the Appeals Chamber reduced the sentence to 40 

years. 

The lawsuit against General Gali was the very first concerning terrorism in front of an 

international tribunal. General Gali was found guilty of terrorism as a war crime and human 

rights violations by the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia (ICTY) for 

violent attacks with the main objective of instilling fear in the civilian population. Between 

1992 and 1994, General Gali was in charge of a campaign of shelling and shooting people in 

Sarajevo (Bosnia and Herzegovina). The International Criminal Tribunal for the Former 

Yugoslavia (ICTY) saw this campaign as an act of intimidating the innocent civillians. 

CONCLUSION 

 

Terrorism as a legal concept may appear to be superfluous on one level: terrorist violence is 

frequently tried as regular criminal or national security offences. Nevertheless, it can also 

include particular definitional components that distinguish it from other offenses and express 

the world community's rejection of (for example) instrumental political or religious violence 

used to scare a populace or pressure a government. It has the potential to invoke unique 

authorities and processes, as well as preventive offences and remedies. It can also help with 

extradition and transnational cooperation, as well as filling gaps in existing ad hoc sectoral 

counter-terrorism accords. 

Terrorism as a legal notion entails dangers. Terrorism definitions that are too broad or too 

flexible can threaten internationally protected human rights. The drafting and application of 

terrorist laws are usually tainted by the absolutist politics of state survival and national security. 

The disappearance or deterioration of regular protections, as well as the vast special powers 

and offences that come with a definition, are often considerably more damaging to 

humanitarian law. 


