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Discussion
Part One
Fostering inclusiveness is a concept that could be taken to mean promotion of equal access to services offered by a regime by all its citizens. The tenets underpinning this concept are at the core of ensuring the international human rights standards are invoked at local and state levels of governance globally to challenge the climate of hate (Ward, 2017). This invocation is prompted by our current era that is characterized by an assault on human rights. For instance, the federal government of United States, which happened to traditionally bear the duty in the international human rights government, is currently taking actions that breach as well as address discrimination in all its kinds. 
Subsequently, bias and discrimination are the chief challenges the United States has been grappling with for ages. Through the concept of fostering inclusiveness, these incidents have been receiving increased attention as well as a veneer of legality offered to actions and attitudes of discrimination by present public discourse and policy (Ward, 2017). Collectively, fostering inclusiveness concept thus convey the earnestness to addressing them. Local communities are destabilized by assault on folks as well as on human rights. The charge to challenge discriminatory-based policies by federal government is increasingly being spearheaded by local and state officials (Ward, 2017). However, the concept of fostering inclusion chips in to strategically improve the attention paid to additional local players. This consists of local and state human and civil rights agencies and how they are and can respond to as well as resist the general milieu of hate, prejudice,  and state, city and country-level intimidation.



Part Two
Nearly two decades down the line and books as well as articles exploring hate crime are at disposal of the public domain but the surprising fact is that none has touched the hearts of those obligated to protect all forms of hate crimes (Green et al., 2001). Equally surprising is the thought that there have been numerous cases of hate crimes and the perpetrators were reprimanded but little studies have been conducted to establish who conducts these actions of hate, the targeted groups or individuals, and the motives. The latter laxity has warped the procedure for contending similar crimes and has perpetuated slumber in conducting researches to establish the efficacy of various legal and related approaches implemented to avert hate offenses (Pezzella, 2016). Additionally, the material I explored revealed a startling truth at the core of hate crime prevention. The book chapter The Whys and Hows of Hate Crime Laws brings to light the numerous controversies connected to hate crime. Surprisingly, these hullaballoos stem from the very institutions and mechanisms put in place to protect human rights, avert bias and all forms of discrimination culminating to hate and eventual hate offenses. For instance, these influential controversies have paved way for hate crime to thrive based on policy, constitutional and moral grounds.
After successful exploring the content of this book chapter, I learned that hate crimes comprise of many issues and aspects. For instance, contrary to acclaimed belief that hate crime offenders hail from extremist groups, most of the hate crimes are individually instigated. Additionally, I learned that not all acts of hate crimes stand for litigation before the law, suppose the definition of hate crime could encompass all acts of violence or invasion carried out due to victim’s group then the push of hate before hate crime regulations would have been easier. I deem the content provided is an eye-opener to understanding hate crime from a wide range of issues of different viewpoints. However, despite the effort to explore the hate crime subject, the conciseness of detail provided do consent to the bitter pill to swallow that very little can be expressed with cast-iron certainty in respect to hate crimes.
Part Three
Amazingly, both offenders and victims of victimization have numerous camaraderie that is mutually supportive among them. However, this alone does not suffice as a surprise, nevertheless, the fact that acts of victimization are predominant among emblematic victims and offenders who share common demographics is the innate surprise to me. Leading to the generalization of victims and offenders as being the same (BJS, 2017). I regard it as a tougher task distinguishing between victims and offenders as both are likely to perpetrate acts of victimization. Additionally, since both typical offenders as well as a typical victim  are connected, it is even harder for victimology experts to seek justice promptly for the victims without probing both of them.  Essentially, these commonalities between victims and offenders prompt a social and structural variable that left me in awe. That is, instead of those folks who are familiar with each other for sharing the same neighborhood setting, and peer rapport is on the frontline to eliminate acts of victimization, it is these two aspects that profoundly surge one’s risk of being victimized (ICPSR, 2015). While this might appear too abstract, the fact that elements of life counting neighborhood setting, friends, family, and individual relations are a catalyst to victimization is surprising. 
I had locked my mind in the cocoon that strangers and unidentified individuals were the sole perpetrators of actions of victimization. However, I have learned that typical victim of crime more so victimization incidents could be the perpetrators or victims as a result of someone they know. However, at the core of victimization actions, the only variable that plays a role is a risky lifestyle involving family, friends, or peers well known to the victim or offender  (ICPSR, 2015). Consequently, I held the view that victimization was an inborn thing, however, I have learned it is equally a learned process.
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