Hi Class and Professor,
I agree with Hofmann's position on the topic of terrorism because he presents points that appear more valid in explanation. He has a chronological script of events and how the crimes have morphed into more lethal and well-orchestrated. The results of his account are evident in the attacks that have occurred in the 21st century (Sageman & Hoffman, 2008). Unlike the previous years where the terrorist groups like al Qaeda targeted interior places that harbored capitalists, all the terrorist groups have become braver, and they are targeting more secure nations across Europe. Hoffman unveils the point that as years pass the attacks and the groups evolve, and this shows a sign that leaders are plotting the attacks (Waxman, 2009). The attacks may appear sporadic and uncoordinated, but the intelligence has proven that there is a motive (Hoffman, 2008). Proponents of this thesis refute the point that the attacks of the sympathizers. They argue that sympathizers could not the attacks could not be lethal as they appear if they are simple acts of sympathizers.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The fact that previous leaders of these terrorist groups were killed and others have not been publicly identified does not admonish the point that the organizations are leaderless. It emphasizes the point that their leadership styles have become more discreet and more attacks will be launched in later years (Neumann, Evans & Pantucci, 2011). Sageman bases the validity of his argument on his previous military expeditions, but that alone does not solidify the rationale of the organizations lacking leaders (Jones, 2006). The response that Sageman gave to Hoffman's book is also a clear indication that he did not understand the main points presented in 'the next generation of terror.' crime has evolved over the years, and this is an indication that also terrorism has become more lethal, and the leaders ensure that their plans are concealed and there is no chance for the attacks to be traced back to the terrorist groups.
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