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How do Militant Organizations Respond to Counterterrorism? 
Introducing the LIVE Typology, with Examples from Proscription in 
Pakistan
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aDepartment of Political Science and International Relations, University of Management and Technology, Lahore, 
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ABSTRACT
How do militant organizations respond to counterterrorism? A vast literature 
seeks to understand the effects of counterterrorism, examining outcomes such 
as levels of violence. However, violence is only one way that militant groups 
can respond to pressure. We focus on terrorist designation or proscription, the 
sanctions many states and international organizations impose on militants as 
an attempt to weaken them. We introduce a new typology of armed group 
responses to counterterrorism: (L)egal tactics like lawsuits or petitions, (I) 
dentity shifts like name changes or fragmentation, (V)iolence increases or 
decreases, and (E)conomic or financial tactics such as changing funding 
sources. These four approaches can be summarized by the acronym LIVE. 
Empirically, we illustrate the model with examples from the case of militant 
organizations in Pakistan, an important and under-studied case. Overall, the 
LIVE typology can be helpful for anticipating the repertoire of responses to 
counterterrorism, and for explaining armed group behavior generally.
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Introduction

On January 14, 2002, the Pakistani Ministry of the Interior officially proscribed the militant organiza
tion Jaish-e-Mohammad (JeM)—banning the group, confiscating its propaganda, seizing its assets, 
and imposing financial restrictions on the group and its members.1 The counterterrorism method of 
proscription, also called terrorist designation2 in some countries, is increasingly used globally, with 
hundreds of organizations now proscribed.3 JeM, like other groups, responded to proscription in 
multiple ways. First, anticipating proscription, the group had opened bank accounts under other 
names and transferred money to the new accounts and front businesses.4 After proscription, JeM 
changed its name to Khuddam-ul-Islam (KuL) and fragmented somewhat, with a smaller faction 
naming itself Jamaat-ul-Furqan (JuF). (Both entities were soon proscribed.) Individuals associated 
with the former JeM attempted twice to assassinate the then-president of Pakistan, General Pervez 
Musharraf, shortly after the JeM successors were proscribed in 2003.5 JeM then kept a relatively low 
profile for almost a decade. It resurfaced publicly in 2011, beginning a multiyear campaign of 
hundreds of attacks.6

How do militant organizations respond to counterterrorism? There are many studies of counter
terrorism effects, with scholars examining how groups respond to leadership decapitation, terrorist 
designation, and general repression, among other tactics.7 Much of this research studies how policies 
affect violence by the targeted groups. However, changes to attacks are only one consequence of 
counterterrorism. Militant groups file lawsuits, change their names, merge with others, and diversify 
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their funding sources. This range of possible tactics, which can seriously hinder counterterrorism, 
speaks to research on militant group adaptation.8 Studying additional consequences is essential for 
understanding counterterrorism more holistically, and for a more accurate picture of organizational 
dynamics of terrorism. Yet the literature lacks a general typology for the range of ways militant groups 
might respond to counterterrorism pressure.

We introduce a new framework for understanding how militant organizations respond to govern
ment counterterrorism. The framework refers to four general categories of militant group behaviors— 
Legal, Identity change, Violence, and Economic (LIVE)—that could follow counterterrorism actions. 
We describe how government actions can lead to these behaviors. The typology offers contributions to 
scholars seeking to explain responses to counterterrorism, scholars trying to understand militant 
group behavior generally, and governments trying to anticipate consequences of their counterterror
ism tactics.

In the next section, we briefly review some relevant literature, situating our study among several 
valuable lines of research including terrorist innovation and adaptation. Then, we outline the LIVE 
typology, explaining the types of groups most likely to use each type of response, and the implications 
for counterterrorism. We then illustrate the typology using examples from proscribed militant groups 
in Pakistan—an important and under-studied case. The organizations respond in diverse and inter
esting ways, suggesting challenges for law enforcement and emphasizing heterogeneity in counter
terrorism effects. The manuscript concludes with ways that the typology can be used for research, 
including highlighting some of the limitations that could be addressed.

Research on counterterrorism, militant organization responses, and tactical adaptation

One of the most prominent streams of terrorism research is the scholarship studying counterterrorism 
effectiveness.9 Lafree and Freilich group counterterrorism tactics into five categories: military 
responses, criminal justice responses, deradicalization and disengagement programs, community- 
level and primary prevention programs, and political settlements and conciliatory actions.10 

Scholars have extensively studied the effectiveness of these types of counterterrorism approaches. 
For example, researchers have examined leadership decapitation, with some studies finding that it 
tends to reduce the violence of targeted groups or reduce their longevity.11 Other studies find mixed 
effects of leadership targeting.12 While it is important to understand violence, as counterterrorism 
generally seeks to reduce violence, it is unclear how leadership targeting affects groups in other ways. 
For example, does it lead to group fragmentation, internal group changes, or the adoption of new types 
of violence? Beyond leadership decapitation, other work studies topics such as repression and 
concessions, but it also mostly looks at violence as the outcome.13

A more recent line of counterterrorism research looks at sanctions against militant organizations, 
such as the U.S. Foreign Terrorist Organization list. The goal of terrorist designation seems to be to 
reduce terrorism, with related goals such as weakening groups that use terrorism and reducing anti- 
state violence generally.14 To bring about these goals, the formal listing of entities as terrorists places 
emphasis on certain organizations so that security agencies and countries can coordinate, and it 
provides a legal framework to punish individuals who might support named terrorists.15

Some work suggests that terrorist designation or proscription sometimes reduces violence.16 A few 
scholars have analyzed other consequences of terrorist designation, like how it affects civil war peace 
negotiations.17 When groups are designated as terrorists, their responses seem to depend on how 
adaptable they are.18 Scholars have also argued that the process of proscription is a “ritualistic 
performance” manifested by debates in parliaments that ultimately extends power at the expense of 
curtailing rights, freedoms and political participation.19 However, most research on the effects of 
terrorist proscription examines levels of violence as the primary outcome. It is less clear how groups 
might otherwise respond to proscription.

Beyond research directly examining counterterrorism, inquires have focused on how militant 
organizations adopt new tactics or adapt generally. Vasseur et al. define adaptation as “organizational 
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changes a violent non-state actor consciously makes in response to changes occurring in its operational 
environment (or the pressures resulting from these changes).” They specify that adaptation and learning 
are related but distinct processes.20 Furthermore, they identify 46 types of adaptation, including changes 
in motivation, changes in structure, change in geographic location, or changes in tactics. This list is 
a valuable starting point, but a more parsimonious grouping of tactics could be helpful as well.

Much of the research on adaptation concentrates on violence as the key output, such as suicide 
bombing. For example, Bloom argues that inter-group competition leads to groups adapting suicide 
terrorism.21 O’Rourke argues that groups increasingly use female suicide terrorists for functional 
reasons—these types of attackers are simply more effective.22 Radtke and Jo study how groups that are 
more adaptable can better weather United Nations sanctions.23 Tschantret examines how Chinese 
repression encouraged local militants to evolve.24 Kenney’s important work shows how governments 
and terrorists co-evolve in response to each other, looking at the examples of both drug-trafficking 
organizations and al Qaeda.25 More broadly, scholars have looked at the transformation of rebel 
groups into political parties.26

Overall, militant organizations frequently change, in a variety of ways. This is often a direct result of 
counterterrorism. Much of the research on counterterrorism consequences and organizational evolu
tion studies violence as the key output. This is perhaps because violence is indeed important. 
Additionally, with the existence of large databases on terrorist attacks, it is straightforward to study 
how violence levels change after government interventions. Studying other outcomes is more difficult, 
at least when done quantitatively. However, other outcomes like group identity change or economic 
effects are still critical to understand. They can be mediating factors that lead to changes in violence, or 
they can indicate other changes, such as group weakening. Knowing more about the varied effects of 
counterterrorism can help governments anticipate the consequences of their actions, and to best 
prepare for the next steps in counterterrorism campaigns. Instead of listing all of the ways groups 
might adapt, or focusing in-depth on one, we try to group together the various ways into several 
parsimonious categories, a typology.

The LIVE typology

We suggest that terrorist organization responses to government sanctions can be grouped into four 
categories: legal, identity of the organization, violence, and economic. Violence is an outcome often 
studied, but the other responses are also important because they can permit groups to survive and 
continue to use violence and otherwise confront the state. All four types of responses create costs for 
counterterrorism. Legal challenges can congest the judicial system, and if the groups win their 
lawsuits, this could impose costs on counterterrorism agencies and force them to change practices. 
Identity-based responses to counterterrorism are additional complications for counterterrorism actors 
monitoring and seeking to deter terrorists, and such changes can allow the groups to thrive in ways not 
previously possible. Economic responses present similar problems. They mean that governments need 
to monitor and try to interrupt additional funding sources. If a group shifts to a fundraising source like 
kidnapping or drug production, this adds to crime in the region—a costly spillover effect.

We generated these categories, and the set of tactics or examples within each category, from 
analyzing the literature described above, along with the broader counterterrorism and counterinsur
gency literature.27 We then inductively finalized the typology as we gathered data from the Pakistan 
case. Table 1 outlines the four categories, and includes examples, groups likely to use each response, 
and counterterrorism implications. In the following section, we discuss each of these categories, 
although counterterrorism implications are discussed more in the conclusion.

Legal

As for legal responses, this category of actions includes activities like suing the government, filing 
a formal legal petition, or appealing government decisions like proscription. These kinds of responses 
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seem to be more common in democratic countries, because in authoritarian countries, such processes 
might not be legal or taken seriously. Not all terrorist organizations are likely to use this approach. 
Organizations with political wings, above-ground entities that attempt to participate in non-violent 
politics, are probably the most likely to respond legally to counterterrorism. Groups that legally 
petition a government are probably also domestically oriented, with a substantial presence in one 
country, as opposed to transnational, stateless, or completely underground groups.

While it might seem surprising to think of terrorist organizations filing lawsuits instead of throwing 
bombs, these tactics are rather common. This is generally consistent with the idea of social service 
provision by militant organizations—these groups do not only fight, but often seek to replace the 
government (either for the whole country or in a secessionist region), and therefore often carry out 
actions mirroring government bureaucracy. Many militant groups, before they took up arms, were 
legal political parties. And many such groups shift (back) into legal political parties once a civil war 
ends. Furthermore, research by Jo and co-authors shows that insurgent organizations frequently 
comply with international law, for example in their treatment of prisoners or the use of child 
soldiers.28 As a result, terrorist organizations filing lawsuits or using similar approaches is not so 
unusual.

Identity

Groups also respond to counterterrorism by changing the fundamental identity of their 
organization. One example of this is the group changing its name (as a number of groups 
do in the Pakistan case discussed below), but there are many other ways an identity can 
change. When an organization fragments, its identity is often changed, as perhaps a hardline 
group breaks off, making the rump organization more politically moderate. Alternately, when 
two organizations merge, this can lead to one distinct, new type of organization, and thus 
a new identity. There are other, more subtle ways that terrorist group identities can shift. 
Organizations can, for example, start emphasizing or de-emphasize a particular ethnic or 
ideological identity.

Unlike legal responses, which seem more likely in countries with stronger norms of rule of law, 
identity responses could happen in any type of state. What might be more pertinent are organizational 
factors. Groups that change the identity of their organization in response to counterterrorism might be 

Table 1. Outlining the LIVE typology of responses to counterterrorism

Categories of terrorist 
responses to CT Examples of tactics Groups likely to use this approach CT implications

Legal -Suing government 
-Petitioning to not be proscribed

Groups in democratic countries, 
groups with political wings.

Have a legal plan to counter 
this approach.

Identity -Changing name 
-Splinter 
-Merger 
-Ideology shift 
- Ethnic maker over 
- Reorganization

Groups getting weaker: needing 
to change to survive. Name 
changes are likely for groups 
trying to operate above the 
ground, as opposed to 
clandestinely.

Monitor for identity 
changes. Proscribe new 
group names. Study 
potential implications of 
ideology shift.

Violence -Increasing violence 
-Decreasing violence 
-New types of attacks

Religious groups more likely to 
increase violence. Ethnopolitical 
and leftist groups often decrease 
violence after concessions. Groups 
in cooperation or competition 
with others are more likely to 
adopt new attack types.

Prepare for potential 
increase in violence. Study 
context to understand what 
change in violence 
indicates.

Economic -Using new funding methods 
-Seeking new sponsors or allies 
-Budget cuts

Groups dependent on one funding 
source. Groups with access to 
nearby resources like drug 
production.

Target new funding sources.

CT = counterterrorism.
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weaker than groups that can maintain the same identity over time. The strongest groups probably do 
not need to alter their identity in the face of counterterrorism pressure. At the same time, identity- 
based responses could indicate a degree of flexibility or innovation that the weakest groups might not 
be capable of. Another organizational factor that might affect the likelihood of a group’s name change 
is whether the group is clandestine or trying to operate in the open. A truly clandestine group might 
never need to change its name or otherwise alter its identity. However, when groups operate more 
“above ground,” for example by providing social services or having a political wing, they might feel the 
need to change their name to continue to operate legally.

Violence

Violence is the third aspect of the LIVE typology. Counterterrorism has the goal of reducing violence, 
so practitioners watch to see if subsequently violence decreases, stays the same, or increases. Militant 
groups use violence for a variety of reasons, for example to demonstrate their resilience, to punish an 
opponent, to terrify a public so that it puts pressure on the government, or to directly coerce 
a government into changing a policy.29 After some counterterrorism action, militants might be too 
weak to use violence as they had before. Or they might use less violence to deter the government from 
attacking, or to keep receiving concessions conditioned on less violence.30 Alternately, militants might 
respond to counterterrorism by using more violence to demonstrate their (true or purported) strength. 
Armed groups might also respond to counterterrorism by changing their violence qualitatively, such 
as adopting new tactics.

Under what conditions might we be more likely to observe changes in violence as a response to 
counterterrorism? On the one hand, democratic countries might see violent increases less often, since 
groups in these kinds of countries have non-violent alternatives to affect political change. On the other 
hand, some research suggests that democracies, or at least partial democracies, are more susceptible to 
terrorism because such governments need to respond to violence against civilians to try to win over 
voters.31 Democracies are also targeted because democratic governments use concessions since they 
are restricted against using authoritarian approaches.32 As for organizational attributes, religiously- 
motived groups seem especially inclined to increase their violence when they are able to.33 Such groups 
generally have less concern about the costs of human life, since they are often less concerned about 
popular support. Religiously oriented terrorist groups are more focused on impressing a higher power 
that they think accepts or encourages the loss of life, especially when the victims are not of the same 
religion as the perpetrators.34 By contrast, it seems likely that groups with other motivations, such as 
leftism or ethnonationalism, should be relatively likely to respond to counterterrorism—especially 
concessions—by reducing violence.

Regarding changing types of violence, armed groups seem to learn tactics from other such 
organizations. For example, groups learn complex tactics like suicide bombing from each other.35 

Some of this learning might be via simple observation, including through the news media. But 
there is also evidence to suggest that groups learn tactics from groups that they are already 
cooperating or aligned with.36 Other work suggests that groups in competition with each other 
are especially likely to adopt new types of violence.37 If these groups are already likely to adopt, 
then counterterrorism pressure could interact with interorganizational factors to make tactical 
adoption more likely.

Economic

The fourth aspect of the LIVE typology is economic. When militant groups face counterterrorism 
pressure, they sometimes need to dramatically change their financial methods. Economic responses 
include starting a fundraising drive, budget cuts (e.g., ceasing to publish a magazine or provide social 
services), diversifying funding sources, or engaging in a new tactic like kidnapping or drug trafficking 
to raise money. Terrorist organizations depend on funding to train, carry out attacks, and simply pay 
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their workers. Many such organizations also provide social services. These activities all require 
a substantial amount of funding. Counterterrorism could put pressure on funding sources, or other
wise require a group to acquire resources quickly, suggesting a change in economic activity.

Certain types of terrorist organizations seem likely to respond economically to counterterrorism. 
Groups that depend on diaspora support can be hit hard by sanctions such as international terrorist 
designation. At the same time, a group’s broader economic environment can condition economic 
responses. Some groups operate in countries ripe for black market operations—coca in the Andes 
Mountains, opium in Central Asia or Southeast Asia, or precious gems in Sub-Saharan Africa, for 
example. These groups might be likely to start to engage in the drug trade or related industries when 
economically pressured. Other groups, due to geography, do not have the option to increase or 
decrease their involvement in such markets.

Finally, it is possible that some groups may respond to counterterrorism either by embracing 
a combination of LIVE strategies at the same time or by sequentially adopting them.

Examples from Pakistan

In this section, we present examples of each of the four types of responses to counterterrorism. We 
present evidence from Pakistan since 2001, an important front in the so-called war on terrorism 
(WOT), but also seriously under-studied compared to countries like Iraq or Afghanistan, or even 
historical cases like Northern Ireland.38 Studying Pakistan on its own is valuable to better understand 
this crucial case. It is also methodologically helpful to study one case to study it with the appropriate 
depth required, and to hold background factors constant.39 Furthermore, this case offers exemplifica
tion of all four facets of the LIVE typology in a single context.

The evidence we find is likely to be relevant elsewhere. The patterns in Pakistan are at least 
applicable to the many ethnically diverse democratizing or partial democracies around the world. 
We also focus on militant group responses to terrorist proscription in particular to focus on one type 
of counterterrorism. Responses should be generally similar for other types of counterterrorism, 
although the conclusion to the paper discusses other possibilities.

Brief case background

Academic research on terrorism in Pakistan abounds. However, no systematic study can be reckoned 
to have correctly located the temporal origin of the terroristic phenomenon in this country. 
A thorough examination of the country’s conflict history since its inception in 1947 due to the 
partition of British India generally situates the origin of terrorism during the early 1970s, stemming 
from the Baloch insurgency. It was against this backdrop that the parliament passed the Suppression of 
Terrorist Activities (Special Courts) Ordinance in late 1974, which became an Act in February 197540 

The Act also pioneered the inclusion of the word terrorism in any legislation in Pakistan since the 
country’s establishment.41

Comparatively, the second phase of terrorism, which can be characterized in terms of 
strategy, a subversive war, was carried out by the local mercenaries in the 1980s at the behest 
of hostile intelligence agencies (Afghan, Soviet Union, India) to deter Pakistan from supporting 
the Afghan Jihad against the Soviet forces in Afghanistan.42 The mid-1980s witnessed the 
growth of sectarianism precipitated by the Iranian revolution and the ongoing Islamization 
governance by the military regime of General Zia ul Haq.43 The formation of first Shia sectarian 
organization, Tehreek-e-Nifaz-Fiqh-Jafaria (TNFJ) in 1979 in tribal areas in the wake of embol
dening by Iran’s eagerness to organize Shias in Pakistan and in its reaction, the emergence of 
first Sunni sectarian militant group Sipah-e-Sahaba Pakistan (SSP—Soldiers of the Companions 
of the Prophet) in Punjab during 1986 laid the foundation what would later become an 
internecine sectarian war in Pakistan.44 SSP’s Pashtun cognate was Tehreek Nifaz-e-Shariat- 
e-Muhammadi (TNSM) formed during the late 1980s.45 These organizations are more broadly 
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known as politico-sectarian movements. Indeed, they have committed violence against Shia 
clergy and common Shias; some scholars are reluctant to categorize them as classic terrorist 
entities.46

The first archetypal Pakistani underground terrorist organization, Lashkar-e-Jhangvi (LeJ), 
a Deobandi supremacist, a rebel group within SSP, emerged in the mid-1990s.47 Over time, it became 
one of the deadliest terrorist groups, especially after the 9/11 attacks, through collaboration with Al 
Qaeda, to wage a destructive anti-state and sectarian war inside and beyond Pakistan.48

The US invasion of Afghanistan brought a radical transformation in the militancy landscape of 
Pakistan, from previously predominantly sectarian to contemporaneously non-sectarian religious, 
anti-state, and inter-field [inter faith] conflict.49 Most notable was the influx of foreign terrorist 
elements in the tribal territory of Pakistan, adjoining Afghanistan, and now merged into Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa province. The US-led drone warfare, which started in 2004, starkly exacerbated the 
spate and character of violence.50 Pakistan’s deadliest terrorist organization, Tehreek-e-Taliban 
Pakistan (TTP), came into being in late 2007.51 In the coming years, the former tribal territory 
was inundated by an infinite number and types of militant groups. These included several outfits 
that were loosely affiliated with TTP or the splinter groups operating from diverse locations, 
mostly Punjabi. They were mainly the renegades of mainstream Kashmiri fighters Lashkar- 
e-Taiba (LeT), JeM, Harkat-ul-Mujahideen al-Alami, Harkat-ul-Ansar (HuA) and some sectarians 
such as LeJ.52 The factionalization and defections initially occurred when Pakistan decided to join 
WOT, and later when a military assault was launched in a mosque, the Red Mosque, in Islamabad 
in July 2007 to flush out terrorists belonging to Al Qaeda, TTP, and other militant 
organizations.53

Bloody confrontations between the Pakistan military, supported by the US drone operations, 
created mayhem in Pakistan. From 2006–07 onward, the country went through an unabated series 
of brutal terrorist campaigns—the non-sectarian religious and sectarian (now with an altered anti- 
state agenda), least of all the Baloch insurgency, triggered around 2006—claiming tens of thousands of 
civilians’ lives besides causing tremendous loss to the national economy.54 Apart from the locally 
proscribed Balochistan Liberation Front (BLF), the Baloch Liberation Army (BLA) is another major 
terrorist group, designated by the US as a Foreign terrorist organization, leading the Baloch armed 
struggle.

Other than the defectors, Kashmir-bound Pakistani groups, LeT and JeM, generally did not partake 
in the terrorist campaign inside Pakistan.55 Similarly, Jamaat-ud-Dawa (JuD, organization for the 
propagation of faith) established in 1985, which is the parent preaching organization of LeT and the 
Falah-e-Insaniat Foundation (FIF), a sprawling public-service charity, both established in 1990, have 
mainly directed their efforts outward.56

The military-led counterterrorism operations by Pakistan in 2014 set a severe blow to the Pakistani 
Taliban and affiliated terrorist groupings’ human, organizational, and infrastructural potential. It 
significantly reduced the terrorist threat to the country, ironically reemerging with more profound 
assertions with the ascent of the Afghan Taliban rule in Afghanistan.57

Apart from the military operations, successive Pakistani governments have been promulgating 
other measures to address terrorism, extremism, and the militancy problem, including the proscrip
tion of terrorist groups and organizations and charities supporting them.58 The subsequent discussion 
empirically contextualizes and analyses LIVE typology by juxtaposing it with varied responses by 
different armed groups to the proscription by the Pakistani government.

Legal examples

The earlier discussion has indicated the type of organizations potentially amenable to legal routes 
during counterterrorism, and increasingly so in developed democracies. Present-day Pakistan neither 
exemplifies a liberal democracy nor an authoritarian country; it can be described as a political 
dispensation with militarized overtones, in other words, a struggling democracy. Its checkered 
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political history due to militarization of politics owing to frequent military interventions and infight
ing among the political actors has meant elusiveness of the rule of law almost throughout its 
existence.59 The observation should preempt an expectation that the pursuit of a legal path by the 
militants, specifically the terrorist organizations, occurs like a norm in this country. Nonetheless, we 
can locate five examples, three organizational and two concerning individuals, relevant to the current 
analysis. The legal provision empowering the federal government to ban militant outfits and freeze 
their assets was made part of the Anti-Terrorism Act 1997 through an amendment issued by the 
Musharraf government on August 15, 2001.60 It explains why proscription of the violent organizations 
commenced during this period, and not earlier.

Tehrik-e-Jafria Pakistan, (TJP, the Movement of Followers of Jafria Shia Sect), founded in 1979, was 
banned by Musharraf’s regime in January 2002 for anti-Sunni attacks.61 TJP is a political extension of 
its original formation, TJFJ, and has been part of Muttahida Majlis-e-Amal (MMA, United assembly 
for action), a pro- [Afghan] Taliban Mullah led political coalition of several religious parties, which 
established the provincial government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Balochistan provinces after the 
October 2002 Pakistan’s national election. TJP leadership protested the ban as unjustified. Its leader, 
Sajid Naqvi, declared, “We will go [to] court against this decision . . .. and prove that his action is utter 
injustice . . . and an insult to tens of millions of Shiite people.”62 Legal battles continued for years, and 
the TJP (also known as the Shia Ulema Council) filed a petition in 2016 asking to be de-proscribed.63 

However, it was not successful.
SSP was banned twice, in 2002 by the military regime of General Musharraf and in February 2012 

by a civil government, when it was functioning under a changed name, Ahle Sunnah Wal Jamaat 
(ASWJ).64 Upon the second proscription, Maulana Mohammad Ahmed Ludhianvi, the head of ASWJ, 
publicly declared he would challenge the order in court.65 At the time, he said, “It’s taken us so long 
[to] rein in our activists—it will become very difficult to control their emotions if the ban is 
enforced.”66 He apparently never filed a legal petition; the public declaration arguably ameliorated 
the possible loss of support or membership that might follow proscription, or also reduced the 
likelihood of extreme acts that his comments alluded to. At the very least, the ASWJ leader’s 
announcement signaled that the group was concerned about proscription (against arguments that 
proscription is meaningless), and that it was considering fighting it in court.

Another type of legal appeal, beyond going directly to the courts, is when a militant group attempts 
to address proscription through a bureaucratic process. In some instances, proscription review 
committees composed of government officers have been sought to plead revocation of listing. 
Tehreek-e-Labbaik Pakistan, a militant sectarian political party that the government banned in 
April 2021, exercised this option to no avail.67 However, it was finally de-proscribed later that year 
after reaching a peace deal with the government.68

Beyond organizations responding to counterterrorism sanctions with legal appeals, some pro
scribed individuals take this approach as well. Hafiz Muhammad Saeed, the head of JuD, who the 
UN also implicates as chief of LeT, and whom the US and India blame for the 2008 Mumbai attacks, 
which killed nearly 170, including scores of foreigners. Saeed was listed as a terrorist by the UN 
Security Council (UNSC) in December 2008, a month after the Mumbai attacks, “pursuant to 
paragraphs 1 and 2 of resolution 1822 (2008) as being associated with Lashkar-e-Tayyiba (QDe.118) 
and Al Qaida (QDe.004) for “participating in the financing, planning, facilitating, preparing or 
perpetrating of acts of activities by, in conjunction with, under the name of, on behalf or in support 
of’ both entities.”69 JuD and FIF are designated by the US as “terrorist fronts” of LeT. Saeed filed 
a petition in 2017 to the UN for delisting, which was later rejected.70

In early 2018, Pakistan announced plans to take over the entire infrastructure of JuD and its 
charities, e.g., FIF, present in over 100 cities of Pakistan.71 JuD termed the government move illegal 
and resolved, “We will not keep silent. We will fight a legal battle.”72 The government subsequently 
proscribed it and all affiliated organizations in 2019.

One unique variation in legal responses involves another individual, JeM leader Mohammad 
Masood Azhar. His name was proposed several times by the Western powers and India for UNSC 
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sanction since 2009 but was persistently vetoed by China at the behest of Pakistan, citing a lack of 
“solid evidence.”73 He was finally listed on May 1, 2019 following appeal for his alleged role in the 
Pulwama attack on Indian security forces in Kashmir.74 In this case, proscription efforts were 
challenged through vetoes by a UNSC member in collaboration with an ally, and the listing itself 
led Azhar going underground ever since. Indian authorities have termed People’s anti-fascist Force 
(PAFF) as another manifestation of JeM, but the latter has not been publicly heard since the banning of 
its leader.

Does the recourse to legal action by the militant organizations empirically correlate with the period 
when Pakistan was more democratic (since 2008), as we had suggested? There is some evidence of this, 
as we find more examples of groups responding with legal charges in the more democratic years. There 
are exceptions, like the TJP in 2002 declaring it would fight its proscription in court. However, 
consistent with the typology, legal responses seem to have occurred more in democratic years.

Identity examples

A common variant within the identity adaptation is the name change, which is a more popular strategy 
employed by Jihadi and sectarian organizations. The proscription data by the Pakistani government 
reveal that the group’s name change is not an occasional activity; instead, almost every Jihadi and 
sectarian group undertakes it as a regular feature to survive. Some groups repeatedly undertake this 
exercise.

In the jihadi category, for instance, soon after proscription by the Musharraf regime, JeM changed 
its name to KuL, HuA, a Kashmiri-based militant group labeled itself Jamiatul-Ansar (Jam-A), and 
LeT became Pasban-e-Ahl-e-Hadith. The UNSC listed JuD in May 2008 as a front of LeT in UN 
Resolution 1267. The following year, in January 2009, it changed its name to Tehreek-e-Tahafuz Qibla 
Awal.75 Identically, SSP has availed this practice several times. It renamed itself as Millat-e-Islamia 
Party (MIP) in 2002 and ASWJ when MIP was banned again in 2003. The government de-proscribed 
the ASWJ chief, but the movement continues to remain on the government’s proscription list.76 The 
charities, the so-called front of jihadi organizations such as the Al-Rehmat Trust and Al-Rashid Trust, 
have also used renaming. After the US designated Al-Rehmat Trust in 2010 “for providing support to 
and for acting for or on behalf of JEM,” it reassigned itself the title Maymar Trust.77 The Aid 
Organization of the Ulema became the successor organization of Al Rashid Trust after its listing by 
the UN in October 2001.78

Intriguingly, sometimes, militant groups combine multiple actions to maintain freedom of move
ment. For example, in 1997, the US classified HuA as a terrorist organization. It then splintered into two 
groupings and changed the names to Harkat-ul-Mujahideen (HuM) and Harkat ul Jihad e Islami.79 

HuM was recognized as the reincarnated HuA, which later re-designated itself Jam-A during the 
Musharraf regime. Similarly, after the January 2002 curb, TJP not only decided to challenge its ban in 
the court in 2001, it announced that it was renaming itself Millat e Jafria Pakistan.80 The movement 
survives to the present day by having changed its name several times. Nevertheless, it remains 
proscribed.

The case that militant groups shift ideology solely to address implications stemming from 
proscription is challenging to trace within the militancy landscape of Pakistan. However, the 
alleged surrogates of LeT and JeM operating in Indian Kashmir reportedly reactivated themselves 
in August 2019 as The Resistance Front (TRF) and PAFF to secularize their original religious 
identity after India revoked the special status of Jammu and Kashmir in 2019.81 Unlike in the cases 
mentioned above, where the groups’ identity remodeling occurred in reaction to proscription, in 
Kashmir, it ensued to localize the resistance to evade attention and prospective proscription after 
a blanket lockdown and a “crippling curfew” was imposed by the Indian government across 
Kashmir.82

Perhaps, within the identity examples, a more interesting sample is of an ethnic makeover. 
After LeT was banned in January 2002, some of its cadres, along with some dozen from other 
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Kashmir-directed groups, not only relocated themselves into Pakistani Kashmir in anticipation of 
proscription and crackdown, the group designated many commanders after the names of various 
towns from Indian Kashmir to feign as Kashmiris. The underlying purpose of masquerading 
activity was to lead the public, the state, and the international community to believe in their 
non-Pakistani and more Kashmiri identity.83

Violence examples

Pakistani groups and organizations have exhibited a variety of responses to their proscription, 
including indifference to such restrictions by showing complete disregard for enforcement. TTP, 
BLF, BLA, and LeJ are prime examples of dissident behavior. Within the increasing attacks examples, 
three Sindhi separatist groups emerge as more suitable illustrations—the Jeay Sindh Qaumi Mahaz- 
Aresar Group (JSQM-A), Sindhudesh Revolutionary Army (SDRA), and Sindhudesh Liberation 
(SDLA). JSQM-A is a politically nationalist party that allegedly supports separatists. The Interior 
Ministry proscribed them in May 2020. In June 2020, two groups, SDRA and SDLA, committed 10 
terrorist attacks in the Sindh province at three locations: seven in Karachi, three in Southern Sindh, 
two in Larkana, and one in Ghotki city. The key targets, among others, were the law enforcement 
agencies (Rangers) and a government charitable program office.84 Importantly, in sharp contrast to 
historically known for their moderate violent behavior, the June orchestrations by the Sindhi insur
gents created an impact due to the sheer number and the intensity, and more notably, 
synchronization.85

Other groups also carried out new or spectacular attacks shortly after being proscribed such as KuL 
and JuF. The Musharraf government banned both again on November 15, 2003. The next month, 
President Musharraf suffered two assassination attempts involving militants from the two groups.86

There are far fewer examples of groups decreasing attacks or giving up violence, which partially 
explains why terrorism has not diminished in Pakistan since late 2001. This trend is more associated 
with the jihadi groups for a reason. LeT curtailed its operations after being banned by the government 
in January 2002.87 In another case, JuD decided to suspend activities, i.e. temporarily, “remain 
dormant” in response to proscription while allegedly preparing to stage come back later.88 It must 
be mentioned that the decision to decrease their operations may not have been autonomous, as 
underscored by some scholars, because they worked under the watchful eye of Inter-Services 
Intelligence (ISI, Pakistan’s leading spy agency).89 A more phenomenal response, possibly following 
a similar direction, was by JeM, which—after reported assassination attempts on the president—went 
underground for a decade after its prohibition and resurfaced in 2011.90

Some militant groups have disappeared from the scene during the last decade, obviously reducing 
their violence. Curiously, proscription did not induce similar reactions among the more deadly 
terrorist groups, e.g., TTP, LeJ and Baloch groups. They are proscribed by the host and several 
other countries, including the US, but proscription has yet to be able to tame them conceivably due 
to countervailing incentives. Their past successes in blunting counterterrorism are presumably 
a critical reason for this behavior.

In the typology section, we speculated that religiously-motivated groups might be the most likely to 
increase their violence after proscription. We did not find this to be the situation in Pakistan. 
However, this seems to be due to the relative uniqueness of the Pakistan case, where jihadi groups 
often have connections to the ISI, as mentioned. In other cases, and consistent with the literature, 
increases in violence are probably more likely among religious groups.

Economic examples

The legal and institutional deficiencies in strategic counterterrorism-related financing by Pakistan 
have been a significant impediment until recently to realize dividends accruing from proscription of 
militant groups.91 Not only have terrorist, jihadi, and sectarian organizations and charities escaped 
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desired effects for a long time but in the past, mainstream political parties have been directly involved 
in fundraising to “liberate” Kashmir.92 This mindset still pervades some public sections, deriving from 
the history of partition.

JeM is an apt example of cleverly repositioning its funding channels before its banning in 2002 and 
after its resurfacing in 2011. In anticipation of forfeiture of assets during the former case, apart from 
opening accounts under pseudonyms, JeM withdrew savings from the banks and invested in legal 
business, i.e., real estate, production of goods, and commodity trading.93 When the group resurfaced 
in 2011, within no time, it revived its charity, Al-Rehmat Trust, founded in 2001 for humanitarian 
assistance and education.94 A few reports suggest that the trust had commenced financial operations in 
2007, much before JeM became public, to collect donations for militants’ families and support the 
Afghan Taliban.95 JeM’s fundraising campaign disguised under Al-Rehmat Trust, supposedly also to 
recruit and train the youth and build mosques, remained intact from within Pakistan and Gulf states 
until the charity was brought under “Watch” by the Interior Ministry. Al-Rashid Trust, mentioned 
above, is another charity that had links with militant organizations. It was often touted as one of 
Osama Bin Laden’s many sources of income.96 When the banks froze accounts of the charity under the 
Musharraf regime, it comfortably decentralized its finances by opening new accounts in individual 
names, leaving an extensive reservoir of untapped sources and assets in the Middle East, Great Britain 
and South Africa.97

Some smaller groups have reportedly switched to clandestine fundraising to avoid proscription’s 
financial effects. This is consistent with the expectations outlined in the typology. The tactics entail 
using an underground network of experienced supporters rather than publically collecting funds.98 

Another common means is anonymous donations from the community, traders, and businessmen, 
mainly to sectarian militants that the groups continue to rely upon in Pakistan, which are difficult to 
track.99

Finally, insofar as the financial sustenance of the mainstream terrorist groups is concerned, 
particularly following their proscription, they survive by turning to organized crime and acting as 
alleged proxies of hostile states to further the latter’s geopolitical interests. TTP and BLA have been 
connected to India by some Western observers and Indian sources for receiving “coveted funding.”100

Conclusion

Militant organizations respond to counterterrorism in a variety of ways. To provide a theoretical 
framework for the set of responses, this manuscript introduced the LIVE typology, emphasizing legal, 
identity-based, violence, and economic responses. This grouping is diverse enough to acknowledge 
differences between these types of responses, yet also parsimonious to allow researchers and practi
tioners to use the typology as a heuristic or shortcut when describing potential militant reactions.

Looking at the case of how militant organizations respond to counterterrorism sanctions in 
Pakistan, we find interesting examples. Groups took advantage of legal options, filing petitions with 
courts or government agencies to be de-proscribed. Some were successful, while others were not. 
Many groups underwent identity adaptations as a result of counterterrorism pressure, such as name 
changes and shifting ideologies. Regarding violence, multiple groups increased their violence as 
a direct reaction to proscription. This is consistent with literature on the backlash of 
counterterrorism.101 Fewer groups seemed to reduce their violence. Finally, regarding economic 
adaptations, the organizations in Pakistan have been quite adept at shifting financial sources under 
counterterrorism pressure. This seems problematic for policymakers trying to clamp down on terrorist 
financing.

Has proscription been successful as a counterterrorism response in Pakistan? It appears that 
the measure has produced mixed results. It has been able to reduce or regulate militants’ 
public presence in some cases, with some effects on political, moral and financial support. 
However, it has been far less successful in ultimately dismantling or suppressing the most 
violent organizations. The ability of groups to adapt through the four mechanisms we 
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identified has meant that most groups continue to survive. The study also finds that certain 
conditions and the character of militant organizations (e.g., a state-sponsored proxy or not) 
affect how they adapt to counterterrorism. However, this aspect warrants further exploration 
by studying other contexts.

Beyond contributing to studies about Pakistan, our findings advance research on terrorist pro
scription. This policy is increasingly used around the world, but we find that it leads to unintended 
consequences, and does not seem to often achieve the desired consequence of reducing violence. 
However, policymakers and practitioners could use the LIVE model when thinking about policies to 
enact, and when building expectations about likely responses to policies.

The LIVE typology has limitations. The categories and implications are likely to be conditional on 
context-specific factors, such as international relations, for instance, entailing the banning of terrorist 
groups that are other governments’ proxies. In such cases, the proscription might function domes
tically without however resolving the international roots of the violence. More broadly, different 
countries often have very different ideas of which groups are “terrorists.”102 Perhaps an explicitly 
international dimension will have to be integrated into the typology, or there can be more specific 
domestic and international versions.

Future research can build on our work in several other ways. First, we looked at the case of Pakistan, 
but do militants respond to counterterrorism sanctions similarly in different contexts? In other 
countries, do some parts of the LIVE typology matter more than others? We found that many groups 
changed their names, and several filed lawsuits against the government, but this seems to not occur in 
some other countries. What explains differences in responses to counterterrorism across different 
countries or regions? Future analyses could be conducted using quantitative data, such as relatively 
new databases on armed groups,103 or more specifically the Tominaga, Lee, and Lyu database on 
designated terrorist organizations.104

The model suggests a number of implications regarding which types of groups might react certain 
ways, along with suggestions for related counterterrorism. These can be seen as hypotheses that can be 
tested. Do our propositions hold in other contexts? In what way can the typology be improved, or what 
better typology might exist? Second, beyond how do groups respond do counterterrorism, how do 
other actors respond to counterterrorism? The present research could be built upon to better under
stand how civil society, allied governments, rival governments, international organizations, and other 
actors respond. For example, sometimes there is a public backlash against proscription,105 but this has 
not been studied enough from a social science perspective. Finally, we mostly discussed terrorist 
designation or proscription, but to what extent can the LIVE framework help understand reactions to 
militarized crackdowns, or other approaches like concessions? How can governments tailor their 
responses accordingly to achieve desired results? There is some research on these important topics, but 
much more can be done.

Disclosure statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the author(s).

Notes on contributors

Muhammad Feyyaz holds a PhD in politics from Queen’s University, UK. He has taught at various universities in 
Pakistan including the country’s apex civil and military institutions, namely NDU, Islamabad and the National School of 
Public Policy, Lahore. His research interests lie at the intersection of metaphysical and critical approaches to research 
and pedagogy and the theory and practice of persistent political violence, especially terrorism, counterterrorism, civil 
war, and insurgency.

Brian J. Phillips is a Reader in the Department of Government at the University of Essex and an affiliated professor at 
CIDE in Mexico. His research and teaching interests include terrorism, civil conflict, and crime.

12 M. FEYYAZ AND B. J. PHILLIPS



ORCID

Brian J. Phillips http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9812-4030

Notes

1. See the Anti-Terrorism Act of 1997. https://pakistancode.gov.pk/english/UY2FqaJw1-apaUY2Fqa-apaUY2Npappq-sg 
-jjjjjjjjjjjjj.

2. The U.K. government uses “proscription” to refer to the banning of groups “concerned in terrorism” (https:// 
www.counterterrorism.police.uk/proscription/). The U.S. government only uses the term terrorist designation 
for the same idea. Proscription is often a broader phenomenon—the banning of any political group—while 
terrorist designation is usually seen as a specific type of proscription. Since 9/11, however, the terms have become 
synonymous in many contexts, since terrorism seems to be the main reason groups become proscribed.

3. Yasutaka Tominaga, Chia-yi Lee, and Mengting Lyu, “Introducing a New Dataset on Designated Terrorist 
Organizations (DTO),” Journal of Peace Research 59, no. 5 (2022): 756–66.

4. “Jaish-e-Mohammed,” Chapter 6: Foreign terrorist organizations- Country Reports on terrorism 2011, US 
Department of State, available at https://2009-2017.state.gov/j/ct/rls/crt/2011/195553.htm#jem.

5. Milos Popovic, “The Perils of Weak Organization: Explaining Loyalty and Defection of Militant Organizations 
toward Pakistan,” Studies in Conflict & Terrorism 38, no. 11 (2015), 919–37; Also read, Appendix D—Statement 
of Reasons—Jaish-E-Mohammad (JEM), Review of the listing of AQAP and the re-listing of six terrorist 
organisations 2011, https://www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/Committees/Joint/Completed_Inquiries/ 
pjcis/AQAP_6_terrorist_orgs/report/index; James Mackenzie and Sanjeev Miglani, “Explainer: Jaish-e- 
Mohammad, the Pakistan-based militants, at heart of tension with India,” Reuters, February 15, 2019, https:// 
www.reuters.com/article/us-india-kashmir-group-explainer-idUSKCN1Q41IV.

6. According to the Global Terrorism Database, JeM carried out only 18 attacks between 2003 and 2007. Attacks 
then escalated for years, with more than 50 in 2018. See https://www.start.umd.edu/gtd/search/Results.aspx? 
expanded=no&casualties_type=b&casualties_max=&dtp2=all&success=yes&perpetrator=20233&ob= 
GTDID&od=desc&page=2&count=100#results-table.

7. Rebecca H. Best and Simanti Lahiri, “Hard Choices, Soft Targets: Terror Proscription and Strategic Targeting 
Decisions of FTO,” International Interactions 47, no. 6 (2021): 955–85; Erica Chenoweth and Laura Dugan, “The 
Canadian Way of Counterterrorism: Introducing the GATE-Canada Data Set,” Canadian Foreign Policy Journal 
22, no. 3 (2016): 316–30; Ursula E. Daxecker and Michael L. Hess, “Repression Hurts: Coercive Government 
Responses and the Demise of Terrorist Campaigns,” British Journal of Political Science 43, no. 3 (2013): 559–77; 
Jenna Jordan, “When Heads Roll: Assessing the Effectiveness of Leadership Decapitation,” Security Studies 18, 
no. 4 (2009): 719–55; Yasutaka Tominaga, “Killing Two Birds with One Stone? Examining the Diffusion Effect of 
Militant Leadership Decapitation,” International Studies Quarterly 62, no. 1 (2018): 54–68.

8. Michael Kenney, From Pablo to Osama: Trafficking and Terrorist Networks, Government Bureaucracies, and 
Competitive Adaptation (University Park, PA: Penn State University Press, 2007).

9. Martha Crenshaw and Gary LaFree, Countering Terrorism (Washington, DC: Brookings Institution Press, 2017), 
especially chapter 6; Cynthia Lum, Leslie W. Kennedy, and Alison J. Sherley, “The Effectiveness of Counter‐ 
Terrorism Strategies: Campbell Systematic Review Summary,” Campbell Systematic Reviews 2, no. 1 (2006): 1–50.

10. Gary LaFree and Joshua D. Freilich, “Government Policies for Counteracting Violent Extremism,” Annual 
Review of Criminology 2 (2019): 383–404.

11. Patrick B. Johnston, “Does Decapitation Work? Assessing the Effectiveness of Leadership Targeting in 
Counterinsurgency Campaigns,” International Security 36, no. 4 (2012): 47–79; Bryan C. Price, “Targeting Top 
Terrorists: How Leadership Decapitation Contributes to Counterterrorism,” International Security 36, no. 4 
(2012): 9–46.

12. Jenna Jordan, “Attacking the Leader, Missing the Mark: Why Terrorist Groups Survive Decapitation Strikes,” 
International Security 38, no. 4 (2014): 7–38.

13. Victor Asal, Brian J. Phillips, and R. Karl Rethemeyer, Insurgent Terrorism: Intergroup Relationships and the 
Killing of Civilians (New York, NY: Oxford University Press, 2022); Brandt, Patrick T., Justin George, and Todd 
Sandler, “Why Concessions Should not be Made to Terrorist Kidnappers,” European Journal of Political Economy 
44 (2016): 41–52; Daxecker and Hess, “Repression Hurts”; James A. Piazza, “Repression and Terrorism: A Cross- 
national Empirical Analysis of Types of Repression and Domestic Terrorism,” Terrorism and Political Violence 
29, no. 1 (2017): 102–18; Sambuddha Ghatak and Aaron Gold, “Development, Discrimination, and Domestic 
Terrorism: Looking Beyond a Linear Relationship,” Conflict Management and Peace Science 34, no. 6 (2017): 
618–39.

14. Governments do not seem to indicate explicitly the goals behind terrorist designation. However, Audrey Cronin 
summarizes this advantage of terrorist lists: they bring “legal clarity to efforts to identify and prosecute members 
of terrorist organizations and those who support them. See Audrey Kurth Cronin, “The ‘FTO List’ and Congress: 

TERRORISM AND POLITICAL VIOLENCE 13

https://pakistancode.gov.pk/english/UY2FqaJw1-apaUY2Fqa-apaUY2Npappq-sg-jjjjjjjjjjjjj
https://pakistancode.gov.pk/english/UY2FqaJw1-apaUY2Fqa-apaUY2Npappq-sg-jjjjjjjjjjjjj
https://www.counterterrorism.police.uk/proscription/
https://www.counterterrorism.police.uk/proscription/
https://2009-2017.state.gov/j/ct/rls/crt/2011/195553.htm#jem
https://www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/Committees/Joint/Completed_Inquiries/pjcis/AQAP_6_terrorist_orgs/report/index
https://www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/Committees/Joint/Completed_Inquiries/pjcis/AQAP_6_terrorist_orgs/report/index
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-india-kashmir-group-explainer-idUSKCN1Q41IV
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-india-kashmir-group-explainer-idUSKCN1Q41IV
https://www.start.umd.edu/gtd/search/Results.aspx?expanded=no%26casualties_type=b%26casualties_max=%26dtp2=all%26success=yes%26perpetrator=20233%26ob=GTDID%26od=desc%26page=2%26count=100#results-table
https://www.start.umd.edu/gtd/search/Results.aspx?expanded=no%26casualties_type=b%26casualties_max=%26dtp2=all%26success=yes%26perpetrator=20233%26ob=GTDID%26od=desc%26page=2%26count=100#results-table
https://www.start.umd.edu/gtd/search/Results.aspx?expanded=no%26casualties_type=b%26casualties_max=%26dtp2=all%26success=yes%26perpetrator=20233%26ob=GTDID%26od=desc%26page=2%26count=100#results-table


Sanctioning Designated Foreign Terrorist Organizations.” Congressional Research Service, Library of Congress, 
2003, page 7. On goals of counterterrorism more generally, See Crenshaw and LaFree, Countering Terrorism, 
especially pages 170–6.

15. These are among some of the advantages of terrorist designation discussed by Cronin (See above).
16. Best and Lahiri, “Hard Choices, Soft Targets”; Brian J. Phillips, “Foreign Terrorist Organization Designation, 

International Cooperation, and Terrorism,” International Interactions 45, no. 2 (2019): 316–43; Mitchell Radtke 
and Hyeran Jo, “Fighting the Hydra: United Nations Sanctions and Rebel Groups,” Journal of Peace Research 55, 
no. 6 (2018): 759–73; Yasutaka Tominaga, Chia-yi Lee, and Mengting Lyu, “Introducing a New Dataset on 
Designated Terrorist Organizations (DTO),” Journal of Peace Research 59, no. 5 (2022): 756–66.

17. Julia Palmiano Federer, “We do Negotiate with Terrorists: Navigating Liberal and Illiberal Norms in Peace 
Mediation,” Critical Studies on Terrorism 12, no. 1 (2019): 19–39; Sophie Haspeslagh, “The ‘Linguistic Ceasefire’: 
Negotiating in an Age of Proscription,” Security Dialogue 52, no. 4 (2021): 361–79.

18. Hyeran Jo, Brian J. Phillips, and Joshua Alley, “Can Blacklisting Reduce Terrorist Attacks?” The Power of Global 
Performance Indicators (2020): 271–99.

19. Lee Jarvis and Tim Legrand. Banning them, Securing Us?: Terrorism, Parliament and the Ritual of Proscription 
(Manchester University Press, 2020).

20. Michael Vasseur, Chad C. Serena, Colin P. Clarke, Irina A. Chindea, Erik E. Mueller, and Nathan Vest, 
Understanding and Reducing the Ability of Violent Nonstate Actors to Adapt to Change (Santa Monica, CA: 
RAND, 2022). See also Brian A. Jackson, John C. Baker, Kim Cragin, John Parachini, Horacio R. Trujillo, and 
Peter Chalk, Aptitude for Destruction. Volume 1. Organizational Learning in Terrorist Groups and its Implications 
for Combating Terrorism (Santa Monica, CA: Rand Corporation, 2005).

21. Mia Bloom, Dying to Kill: The Allure of Suicide Terror (Columbia University Press, 2005).
22. Lindsey A. O’Rourke, “What’s Special about Female Suicide Terrorism?” Security Studies 18, no. 4 (2009): 681– 

718.
23. Mitchell Radtke and Hyeran Jo, “Fighting the Hydra: United Nations Sanctions and Rebel Groups,” Journal of 

Peace Research 55, no. 6 (2018): 759–73. See also Jo, Phillips, and Alley, “Can Blacklisting Reduce Terrorist 
Attacks?”

24. Joshua Tschantret, “Repression, Opportunity, and Innovation: The Evolution of Terrorism in Xinjiang, China,” 
Terrorism and Political Violence 30, no. 4 (2018): 569–88.

25. Kenney, From Pablo to Osama.
26. John Ishiyama, “Introduction to the Special Issue ‘From Bullets to Ballots: The Transformation of Rebel Groups 

into Political Parties’,” Democratization 23, no. 6 (2016): 969–71; Benjamin Acosta, “From Bombs to Ballots: 
When Militant Organizations Transition to Political Parties,” The Journal of Politics 76, no. 3 (2014): 666–83; See 
also Leonard Weinberg, Ami Pedahzur, and Arie Perliger, Political Parties and Terrorist Groups, Vol. 10 (New 
York, NY: Routledge, 2008).

27. For example: Robert J. Art, and Louise Richardson, Democracy and Counterterrorism: Lessons from the Past 
(Washington, DC: US Institute of Peace Press, 2007); Erica Chenoweth, Richard English, Andreas Gofas, and 
Stathis N. Kalyvas, eds. The Oxford Handbook of Terrorism (New York, NY: Oxford University Press, 2019); 
Martha Crenshaw, ed. Terrorism in Context (University Park, PA: Penn State Press, 2010); Audrey Kurth Cronin, 
How Terrorism Ends: Understanding the Decline and Demise of Terrorist Campaigns (Princeton, NJ: Princeton 
University Press, 2009).

28. Hyeran Jo, and Catarina P. Thomson. “Legitimacy and Compliance with International Law: Access to Detainees 
in Civil Conflicts, 1991–2006,” British Journal of Political Science 44, no. 2 (2014): 323–55; Hyeran Jo, Compliant 
Rebels (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 2015).

29. Andrew H. Kydd and Barbara F. Walter, “The Strategies of Terrorism,” International security 31, no. 1 (2006): 
49–80.

30. Ethan Bueno De Mesquita, “Conciliation, Counterterrorism, and Patterns of Terrorist Violence,” International 
Organization 59, no. 1 (2005): 145–76. But also See Jakana Thomas, “Rewarding Bad Behavior: How 
Governments Respond to Terrorism in Civil War,” American Journal of Political Science 58, no. 4 (2014): 804–18.

31. Erica Chenoweth, “Terrorism and Democracy.” Annual Review of Political Science 16 (2013): 355–378; Chia-yi 
Lee, “Democracy, Civil Liberties, and Hostage-Taking Terrorism,” Journal of Peace Research 50, no. 2 (2013): 
235–48; Robert A. Pape, “The Strategic Logic of Suicide Terrorism,” American Political Science Review 97, no. 3 
(2003): 343–61.

32. Chenoweth, “Terrorism and Democracy.”
33. Victor Asal and R. Karl Rethemeyer, “The Nature of the Beast: Organizational Structures and the Lethality of 

Terrorist Attacks,” The Journal of Politics 70, no. 2 (2008): 437–49; Ido Levy, “Lethal Beliefs: Ideology and the 
Lethality of Terrorist Organizations,” Terrorism and Political Violence 35, no. 4 (2023): 811–27; James A. Piazza, 
“Is Islamist Terrorism more Dangerous?: An Empirical Study of Group Ideology, Organization, and Goal 
Structure,” Terrorism and Political Violence 21, no. 1 (2009): 62–88; Jessica Stern, Terror in the Name of God 
(New York: Ecco, 2003).

34. MarkJuergensmeyer, “Terror Mandated by God,” Terrorism and Political Violence 9, no. 2 (1997): 16–23.

14 M. FEYYAZ AND B. J. PHILLIPS



35. Michael C. Horowitz, “Nonstate Actors and the Diffusion of Innovations: The Case of Suicide Terrorism,” 
International Organization 64, no. 1 (2010): 33–64.

36. Tricia Bacon, Why Terrorist Groups form International Alliances (Philadelphia, PA: University of Pennsylvania 
Press, 2018).

37. Mia Bloom, Dying the Kill: The Allure of Suicide Terror (New York: Columbia University Press, 2005).
38. Brian J. Phillips and Kevin T. Greene, “Where is Conflict Research? Western Bias in the Literature on Armed 

Violence,” International Studies Review 24, no. 3 (2022): 1–25.
39. John Gerring, “What is a Case Study and What is it Good for?” American Political Science Review 98, no. 2 (2004): 

341–54.
40. Lawrence Ziring, “Pakistan: A Political Perspective,” Asian Survey, 15, no. 7 (1975): 629–44.
41. For a history of the evolution of anti-terrorism laws in Pakistan, read Shabana Fayyaz, “Responding to Terrorism: 

Pakistan’s Anti-Terrorism Laws,” Perspectives on Terrorism 2, no. 6 (2008): 10–9.
42. Christina Lamb, Waiting for Allah: Pakistan’s Struggle for Democracy (New Delhi:Viking, 1991), 91; Luqman 

Saeed, S. H. Syed, and R. P. Martin, “Historical Patterns of Terrorism in Pakistan”, Defense & Security Analysis 30, 
no. 3 (2014): 209–29.

43. Saeed, Syed and Martin, “Historical Patterns of Terrorism in Pakistan.”
44. S. Vali Nasr, “Islam, the State and the Rise of Sectarian Militancy in Pakistan,” in Nationalism Without a Nation, 

ed. C. Jaffrelot (London: Zed Books, 2002), 85–114.
45. Hassan Abbas, “The Black-Turbaned Brigade: The Rise of TNSM in Pakistan,” Terrorism Monitor 4 (2006): 1–4.
46. Christophe Jaffrelot, The Pakistan Paradox: Instability and Resilience (Haryana: Random House, 2015).
47. South Asia Terrorism Portal, “Sipah-e-Sahaba Pakistan.” http://www.satp.org/satporgtp/countries/pakistan/ter 

roristoutfits/Ssp.htm.
48. Abdul Sayed and Amira Jadoon, Lashkar-e-Jhangvi’s Role in the Afghanistan-Pakistan Militant Infrastructure: 

Current Trends in Islamist Ideology (Washington, DC: Hudson Institute, 2023).
49. See note 43 above.
50. Muhammad Feyyaz, “Religion, Ethnicity, Social Organizations and Terrorists’ Behavior—A Case of Taliban 

Movement in Pakistan,” Behavioral Sciences of Terrorism and Political Aggression 8, no. 2 (2016). 111–34.
51. Hassan Abbas, “A profile of Tehrik-i-Taliban Pakistan,” CTC Sentinel 1, no. 2 (2008): 1–4.
52. Muhammad Feyyaz, “Facets of Religious Violence in Pakistan,” Counter Terrorist Trend and Analysis 5, no. 2 

(2013): 9–13; Muhammad Feyyaz, “Terrorism Can and Should be Defined. But How?” Strategic Analysis 43, no. 4 
(2019): 310–27; Milos Popovic, “The Perils of Weak Organization.”

53. Popovic, “The Perils of Weak Organization.”
54. For a comprehensive account of Pakistan’s war against terrorism, read Muhammad Feyyaz, “Countering 

Terrorism in Pakistan: Challenges, Conundrum and Resolution,” in Non-Western Response to Terrorism, ed. 
M. J. Boyle (Manchester, UK: Manchester University Press, 2019).

55. To understand why these groups generally stayed loyal to the state, read C. Christine Fair, “Lashkar-e-Taiba and 
the Pakistani State,” Survival 53, no. 4 (2011): 29–52; Popovic, “The Perils of Weak Organization.”

56. Samina Yasmeen, Jihad and Dawah (London: Hurst, 2017), 46–50.
57. Amira Jadoon, The Evolution and Potential Resurgence of Tehrik e Taliban Pakistan (Washington DC: USIP, 

2021); Asfandyar Mir, After the Taliban’s Takeover: Pakistan’s TTP Problem (Washington DC: USIP, 2022).
58. According to the latest listing, 78 Organizations have been proscribed by the Pakistani Ministry of Interior since 

1997. Available at https://nacta.gov.pk/wp-content/uploads/2018/12/Proscribed-OrganizationsEng-3.pdf.
59. Lamb, Waiting for Allah; Pervez Hoodbhoy, Pakistan Origins, Identity and Future (Lahore: Folio Books, 2023).
60. Read foot notes 64–68, The Anti-Terrorism Act 1997, https://punjabcode.punjab.gov.pk/uploads/articles/the- 

anti-terrorism-act-1997-pdf.pdf.
61. Following the United States and other countries, Pakistan started a comparable proscription regime in the early 

2000s. As other scholarship suggests, the framework of “terrorism” had not been used as frequently to describe 
oppositional violence in earlier decades. Lisa Stampnitzky, Disciplining Terror: How Experts Invented “Terrorism” 
(Cambridge, UK, 2013), 51–3; Muhammad Feyyaz and Sadaf Husnain Bari, “Understanding India and Pakistan’s 
Intriguing Terrorism Discourses,” Critical Studies on Terrorism (2024: Online ahead of print).

62. Salahuddin Haider and Nilofar Suhrawardy, “Musharraf Bans Key Militant Groups,” Arab News, January 13, 
2002.

63. Kalbe Ali and Munawer Azeem, “Ludhianvi Hopeful of ASWJ’s ‘Unbanning’,” Dawn, March 29, 2017, https:// 
www.dawn.com/news/1323522/ludhianvi-hopeful-of-aswjs-unbanning.

64. See note 48 above.
65. Syed Shoaib Hasan, “Pakistan Bans Ahle Sunnah Wal Jamaat Islamist Group,” BBC News, March 9, 2012.
66. Ibid.
67. Tariq Butt, “Inconsequential Proscription: TLP Contesting Elections as it is Registered with ECP,” The News 

International, July 15, 2021.
68. Tahir Sherani, “Govt revokes TLP’s Proscribed Status,” Dawn, November 7, 2021, https://www.dawn.com/news/ 

1656594.

TERRORISM AND POLITICAL VIOLENCE 15

http://www.satp.org/satporgtp/countries/pakistan/terroristoutfits/Ssp.htm
http://www.satp.org/satporgtp/countries/pakistan/terroristoutfits/Ssp.htm
https://nacta.gov.pk/wp-content/uploads/2018/12/Proscribed-OrganizationsEng-3.pdf
https://punjabcode.punjab.gov.pk/uploads/articles/the-anti-terrorism-act-1997-pdf.pdf
https://punjabcode.punjab.gov.pk/uploads/articles/the-anti-terrorism-act-1997-pdf.pdf
https://www.dawn.com/news/1323522/ludhianvi-hopeful-of-aswjs-unbanning
https://www.dawn.com/news/1323522/ludhianvi-hopeful-of-aswjs-unbanning
https://www.dawn.com/news/1656594
https://www.dawn.com/news/1656594


69. For details, read United Nations Security Council: Hafiz Muhammad Saeed, https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/ 
sanctions/1267/aq_sanctions_list/summaries/individual/hafiz-muhammad-saeed.

70. Yashwant Raj, UN rejects Hafiz Saeed’s appeal to remove name from list of banned terrorists: Sources, Hindustan 
Times, March 7, 2019. In early 2018, Pakistan announced plans to take over the entire infrastructure of JuD and 
its charities, e.g., FIF, present in over 100 cities of Pakistan. JuD termed the government move illegal and resolved, 
“We will not keep silent. We will fight a legal battle.” The government subsequently proscribed it and all affiliated 
organizations in 2019.

71. Waqar Gillani, “Finding relief in Jihad,” TNS, January 25, 2015, http://tns.thenews.com.pk/jamaat-ud-dawa- 
finding-relief-in-jihad-through-falah-e-insaniat-foundation/; Ayaz Gul, “Pakistan Moves to Ban Charities 
Linked to Hafiz Saeed,” VOA, February 12, 2018, https://www.voanews.com/a/pakistan-moves-ban-charities- 
linked-hafiz-saeed/4250654.html.

72. Asif Shahzad, “Exclusive—Pakistan Plans Takeover of Charities run by Islamist Figure U.S. has Targeted,” 
Reuters, January1, 2018.

73. Sutirtho Patranobis, “China blocks India’s Move to Ban Jaish chief Masood Azhar, Again,” Hindustan Times, 
October 2, 2016.

74. For listing, See UNSC-Mohammad Azhar Masood Alvi, https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/content/moham 
mad-masood-azhar-alvi.

75. Animesh Roul, “Pakistan’s Lashkar-e-Taiba Chooses between Kashmir and the Global Jihad,” Terrorism Focus 6, 
no. 3 (2009).

76. Shakeel Karar, “Banned ASWJ Chief Ahmed Ludhianvi Removed from Fourth Schedule,” DAWN, June 28, 2018.
77. International Crisis Group (ICG), Pakistan’s Jihadist Heartland: Southern Punjab (Brussels, , Belgium, 2016), 6.
78. Al Rashid Trust: UN security council, available at https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/sanctions/1267/aq_sanc 

tions_list/summaries/entity/al-rashid-trust.
79. Harkat-ul-Mujahideen. South Asia Terrorism Portal.
80. “Special Analysis,” Defense Intelligence Agency, January 14, 2002, https://www.dia.mil/FOIA/FOIA-Electronic- 

Reading-Room/FileId/161399/.
81. Riaz Masroor, “How is the Death of Indian Army Colonel Major. . .?” BBC Urdu, Srinagar, September 14, 2023, 

https://www.bbc.com/urdu/articles/cgezpv7qqeno.
82. India revokes Kashmir’s special status, Al Jazeera, September 4, 2019; Saral Sharma, “The Political Impact of 

India’s Removal of Jammu & Kashmir’s Special Status,” South Asian Voices, August 19, 2019.
83. See note 80 above.
84. Pakistan’s counter-extremism challenge and policy recourse, PIPS, Webinar, June 2021, https://www.pakpips. 

com/web/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/Full-webinar-report_for-website.pdf.
85. Naimat Khan, “Sindhi, Baloch ‘Separatists’ Forming Ties in Sindh, Pakistani Officials Say,” Arab News, July 13, 

2020; Safdar Sial and Ahmed Ali, “Overview of Security in 2020: Critical Challenges and Recommendations,” in 
Pakistan Security Report 2020 (Islamabad: PIPS, 2021), 35.

86. Popovic, “The Perils of Weak Organization”; Mackenzie and Miglani, “Explainer.”
87. See note 53 above.
88. Roul, “Pakistan’s Lashkar-e-Taiba Chooses Between Kashmir and the Global Jihad.”
89. See note 53 above.
90. Zia Khan, “Militant Group’s Resurgence: Dreaded Jaish Looks to Rise Again,” Express Tribune, August 19, 2011.
91. Abid Hussain, “Pakistan Removed from Global ‘Terrorism’ Financing List,” Al Jazeera, October 21, 2022.
92. Lamb, Waiting for Allah.
93. See note 4 above.
94. Khan, “Militant Group’s Resurgence.”
95. “Treasury Targets Pakistan-Based Terrorist Organisations Lashkar-e-Tayyiba and Jaish-e-Mohammed,” Press 

release, U.S. Treasury Department, November 4, 2010.
96. Pepe Escobar, “Anatomy of a ‘Terrorist’ NGO,” Asia Times, October 26, 2001.
97. Ibid.
98. See note 80 above.
99. International Crisis Group (ICG), Pakistan’s Jihadist Heartland, 6.

100. “India Sponsoring Terrorism in Pakistan alleges Rehman Malik,” Hindustan Times, September 23, 2009; David 
Wright-Neville, Dictionary of Terrorism (Cambridge, UK: Polity Press, 2010), 48; Asad Kharal, “Foreign 
Intelligence Services Bankrolling Terror: Report,” Express Tribune, September 2, 2012; Balochistan: Giving the 
People a Chance (Lahore: Human Rights Commission of Pakistan, 2013), 21.

101. Gary LaFree, Laura Dugan, and Raven Korte, “The Impact of British Counterterrorist Strategies on Political 
Violence in Northern Ireland: Comparing Deterrence and Backlash Models,” Criminology 47, no. 1 (2009): 17– 
45.

102. Feyyaz and Bari, “Understanding India and Pakistan’s Intriguing Terrorism Discourses”: Online ahead of print; 
Nikita Saxena, “Good Faith, Bad Faith,” Caravan, May 15, 2019, https://caravanmagazine.in/religion/elections- 
2019-hindu-terror-islamic-sikh-terrorism-mac-narendra-modi.

16 M. FEYYAZ AND B. J. PHILLIPS

https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/sanctions/1267/aq_sanctions_list/summaries/individual/hafiz-muhammad-saeed
https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/sanctions/1267/aq_sanctions_list/summaries/individual/hafiz-muhammad-saeed
http://tns.thenews.com.pk/jamaat-ud-dawa-finding-relief-in-jihad-through-falah-e-insaniat-foundation/
http://tns.thenews.com.pk/jamaat-ud-dawa-finding-relief-in-jihad-through-falah-e-insaniat-foundation/
https://www.voanews.com/a/pakistan-moves-ban-charities-linked-hafiz-saeed/4250654.html
https://www.voanews.com/a/pakistan-moves-ban-charities-linked-hafiz-saeed/4250654.html
https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/content/mohammad-masood-azhar-alvi
https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/content/mohammad-masood-azhar-alvi
https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/sanctions/1267/aq_sanctions_list/summaries/entity/al-rashid-trust
https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/sanctions/1267/aq_sanctions_list/summaries/entity/al-rashid-trust
https://www.dia.mil/FOIA/FOIA-Electronic-Reading-Room/FileId/161399/
https://www.dia.mil/FOIA/FOIA-Electronic-Reading-Room/FileId/161399/
https://www.bbc.com/urdu/articles/cgezpv7qqeno
https://www.pakpips.com/web/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/Full-webinar-report_for-website.pdf
https://www.pakpips.com/web/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/Full-webinar-report_for-website.pdf
https://caravanmagazine.in/religion/elections-2019-hindu-terror-islamic-sikh-terrorism-mac-narendra-modi
https://caravanmagazine.in/religion/elections-2019-hindu-terror-islamic-sikh-terrorism-mac-narendra-modi


103. Benjamin Acosta, “Reconceptualizing Resistance Organizations and Outcomes: Introducing the 
Revolutionary and Militant Organizations Dataset (REVMOD),” Journal of Peace Research 56, no. 5 
(2019): 724–34; Dongfang Hou, Khusrav Gaibulloev, and Todd Sandler, “Introducing Extended Data on 
Terrorist Groups (EDTG), 1970 to 2016,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 64, no. 1 (2020): 199–225; Iris 
Malone, “Unmasking Militants: Organizational Trends in Armed Groups, 1970–2012,” International 
Studies Quarterly 66, no. 3 (2022): 1–12.

104. Yasutaka Tominaga, Chia-yi Lee, and Mengting Lyu, “Introducing a New Dataset on Designated Terrorist 
Organizations (DTO),” Journal of Peace Research 59, no. 5 (2022): 756–66.

105. See for example: Voice of America, “Ban on Islamic Organization Draws Mixed Reactions in India,” 
September 30, 2022, https://www.voanews.com/a/ban-on-islamic-organization-draws-mixed-reactions-in-india 
/6771344.html.

TERRORISM AND POLITICAL VIOLENCE 17

https://www.voanews.com/a/ban-on-islamic-organization-draws-mixed-reactions-in-india/6771344.html
https://www.voanews.com/a/ban-on-islamic-organization-draws-mixed-reactions-in-india/6771344.html

	Abstract
	Introduction
	Research on counterterrorism, militant organization responses, and tactical adaptation
	The LIVE typology
	Legal
	Identity
	Violence
	Economic

	Examples from Pakistan
	Brief case background
	Legal examples
	Identity examples
	Violence examples
	Economic examples

	Conclusion
	Disclosure statement
	Notes on contributors
	ORCID
	Notes

