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Domestic Terrorism is still a Threat in the United States
I believe that domestic terrorism is as great a threat to the United States today as international terrorism. The domestic terrorist threat can be from Americans, who have United States-based extremist ideologies or those in the U.S. who are inspired by international terrorist organizations. These threats are best understood to emerge from across the political continuum, pervasive firearms, political polarization, racism, religion and other factors.  However, in the U.S the ongoing threats of domestic terrorism are believed to emanate from violent right- and left-wing extremist groups, and radicalization ((White, 2014). 
 The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) considers threats from militia extremists and lone criminals with anti-government ideologies as the primary domestic threats. For instance, lone wolf attacks have proved to be lethal in American society (Peterson, 2019). These terrorists often radicalize online and marshal to viciousness rapidly. They pose a great risk because they are challenging to recognize, examine, and disorder due to lack of clear group affiliation or guidance. The DHS reports that in 2018 alone, there were 32 domestic terrorist attacks, disrupted plots, threats of violence, and weapons stockpiling by individuals with a radical political or social agenda (NJOHSP, 2018). In today’s society, domestic terrorist organizations are realization vast audiences by using social media sites. They use these sites to spread propaganda, raise funds, and recruit individuals for training and executing lone wolf attacks. 
Domestic terrorism is typically a serious and growing threat but also it has its vulnerabilities; it can be contained and defeated with the correct approach. Domestic terrorists and terrorist groups rooted in extremist ideologies have intrinsic faults, including their propensity to fragment; their dependence on swindles and illegal actions for much of their funding; and predominantly the incongruity of their beliefs and ideologies (Bjelopera, 2017). I believe explicit policing by the federal and state governments can expose the extremist networks and head off the threat of violence, whilst public pressure can also disrepute terrorist ideologies before more Americans are harmed.
International Terrorism is more dangerous to the American public
 In contemporary society, both international terrorism and domestic terrorism are largely disconnected from traditional understandings of terrorism, considering they coordinate and congregate on online platforms, often without physical interactions with a terrorist organization or fellow adherents. Both international and domestic terrorism perpetrate violence in pursuit of political or social change based on their respective ideologies (White, 2014). Despite the current threat landscape expanding considerably, international terrorism remains a serious threat, hence more dangerous to the American public. 
Today’s international terrorism not only threatens Americans outside the U.S borders but also on its own soil. In the almost 18 years following 9/11, international terrorists have managed to kill 104 American citizens on the U.S soil (Bergen, Ford & Sims, 2018). The shift in international terrorists’ motives has made international terrorism more dangerous to the American public. Nowadays, international terrorism is not rooted in ideological or religious motives but rather they depend on slack relationships with compatible groups from various nations to support their mutual cause against the American public. For instance, the American public is vulnerable from threats and attacks from al Qaeda and the Islamic State and other state sponsorship terrorists who often form loose, international attachments based on a common hatred of the United States. 
These loose affiliations make international terrorism challenging to predict, track, and infiltrate. These terrorist organizations no longer rely on state sponsorship, but rather they depend on a range of sources for logistical support and funding including self-financing from a legitimate business and criminal undertakings such as distortion, drug trafficking, abduction and trivial crimes (White, 2014). Preempting, prevention and responding to international terrorism require in-depth information regarding the goals, identity, plans, and vulnerabilities of terrorists which in most cases is extremely challenging. In my perspective, the United States should bring about a whole-of-government approach by which federal resources should be deployed to create terrorism task forces to aid in synchronizing information sharing and actions across the global spectrum to preempt terrorist networks before they harm the American public. 
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