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Domestic Terrorism Laws
Upon much consideration, I do support the idea of having new domestic terrorist laws in the United States. Even though the United States has taken a firm position in the War on Terror, and efforts have been made to describe domestic terrorism alongside international terrorism within federal laws, there is a great deal of ambiguity about domestic terrorism, what it implies, and how it is prosecuted. The lack of a separate criminal charge banning domestic terrorism contributes to the ambiguity. Given this uncertainty and the growth in domestic terrorism in the United States since 9/11, the US needs to establish a law that prohibits domestic terrorism while also defining its scope.
Terrorism investigations are divided into two categories by federal agencies. International terrorism and domestic terrorist are the two types of terrorism investigations. While international terrorism is frequently defined in law, domestic terrorism has a bit of a challenge in its definition. Depending on whom you ask, domestic terrorism could mean a variety of things. Indeed, it might imply a variety of things to various people (Collins, 2020). The employment of differing definitions by different law enforcement agencies confuses and raises serious concerns about how domestic terrorism is dealt with.
One would argue that the existing laws are sufficient; the only problem is the lack of will for law enforcement agencies to define domestic terrorism and handle them accordingly clearly. However, besides this, in my opinion, having a domestic federal statute will offer better and workable solutions to addressing violence from domestic terrorists such as the far-right groups, Islamophobic, white supremacist, racists, homophobic, anti-abortion violence, anti-Semitic groups, among others (Collins, 2020). Due to the lack of federal domestic terrorism legislation, prosecutors in instances involving domestic terror acts have had to depend on terrorism-related sentencing enhancements and relatively minor changes to fix many of these incidents. Murder, assault and battery, domestic terrorism charges, overlapping state and federal charges, treason and seditious conspiracy, firearms-related charges, and other state and federal charges are examples of such instruments(Collins, 2020).
The unavailability of a federal domestic terrorism prosecution has far-reaching ramifications for the government's ability to react to acts of domestic terrorism, both in reality and in perception (Collins, 2020). Presently, lack of a clear designated domestic terrorism law, cases that meet the current statutory basis of domestic terrorism are frequently denied critical federal criminal investigation and prosecutorial workforce, as well as monitoring and supervision from the state's leading legal experts on terrorism, and there is no robust official compulsory process of collecting and reporting; everything is done at the judgment of the prosecutor (Collins, 2020). To fully and appropriately face the violent domestic extremism that is on the rise in the United States, the US government and most Americans must have a thorough understanding of the issue and the necessary instruments to combat it.
The threat from organized international groups such as ISIS has lessened dramatically, and the United States now faces a lethal domestic challenge from white supremacist ideology and personal grudges, which are pushing an increasing number of so-called solo actors to violence (Collins, 2020). Recent cases include the shooting of Asian-owned businesses in the Atlanta region, the killing of nine Black parishioners inside an African Methodist Episcopal church, and the attack on the State Capitol, among others (Collins, 2020). The US hate crime legislation and how people interpret racist acts of violence water down hate occurrences in the United States. Not only do law enforcement agencies have limited actual laws to solve these instances, but some of them also have limited ability to process these occurrences as hate crimes and domestic terrorism. Many people justify their racist behavior by labeling it as "normal" and "admissible"(Collins, 2020).  This is partly because these instances have always been commonplace; for some people, white supremacist ideology and acts of terror have become accepted without people’s knowledge. This highly necessitates the need for new and better laws to deal with domestic terrorism.
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