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Violent Extremism and Radicalization in the United States
The idea of violent extremism and radicalization is not new in the United States. For many the United States has been marred with various cases of violent extremism including the neo-Nazis and anti-Semitic hate groups. Recently, this problem has expanded with the inclusion of horrific violence that has resulted in the death and also threatened the way of life in the United States. As a result, the government sought to address this problem by developing the Strategic Implementation Plan for Empowering Local Partners to Prevent Violent Extremism in the United States in 2011 and later developed the Strategy for Empowering Local Partners to Prevent Violence Extremism in the United States. 
Violent extremism is a persistent problem in the United States and even the strategic plans identified above have not been able to effectively address the problems related to violent extremism. Throughout the history of the United States, various misguided groups have emerged to cause horrific violence and killed many American citizens. However, the 9/11 incident changed the cause of the government’s approach to deal with the violent extremism in the United States. The government has been working to prevent different types of extremism that result to violence regardless of who inspires or instigates it (Field, 2009). As further explained by Jackson (2018), the government of the United States has taken various initiatives and strategies aimed at strengthening the law enforcement agencies, the intelligence institutions and information sharing capacity between the agencies. 
Both Strategic Implementation Plan for Empowering Local Partners to Prevent Violent Extremism in the United States in 2011 and the Strategy for Empowering Local Partners to Prevent Violence Extremism in the United States of 2016 aimed at curbing violent extremism cases in the United States. Among the primary goals of these strategic plans include protecting the American communities from violent extremists such as Al-Qaida and their hateful ideology (DHS, 2016; Extremis, 2011). The 2011 plan followed outline on how the Federal Government would provide support and help empower the American communities and their local partners at the local levels to prevent advancement of extremist activities. These strategies focused on the Federal government’s support through sharing information about the threat of radicalization, strengthening the cooperation between the local stakeholders, communities and the law enforcement agencies that work in the communities, as well as, facilitate awareness to help the community members understand more about violent extremism (Extremism, 2011). 
However, most components of these strategies have only reaffirmed the key American principles that guide the country’s efforts to deal with the problem of violent extremism.  Violent extremist groups such as Al-Qaida have tried to spark violence, conflict, and fear among American population and the above strategies were designed to equip American citizens with the knowledge and skills to protect themselves against extremism. The first strategic plan designed in 2011failed to meet its objectives, which paved way for the emergence of another plan which came about in 2016. The 2016 plan identified the gap that the previous failed to address including the dynamics associated with the current extremism. According to the Department of Homeland Security, the threat of violent extremism is more challenging than ever before (DHS, 2016). Violence extremists have guised themselves with the ability to entice people to travel long distances, direct attacks, and even inspire others to engage in the most hideous activities such as suicide bombing in the name the group’s ideology. Terrorism, as Weine (2016) explains, has evolved and changed over the past decade. Therefore, the government sought to make some reforms in the 2011 strategic plan by reaffirming strong resilient local communities as the most effective tool towards protecting and safeguarding American citizens. According to DHS (2016), resilient communities are where the members are confidently capable of showing their disinterest in the violent extremism activities. However, even with the reforms brought about by the new strategic plan of 2016, the United States still faces some of the most serious terrorism threat, which is attributed to the evolved violent extremism. As McAleenan (2019) further explains, despite the initiatives created by the government since the 9/11 including the establishment of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), the United States has experienced series of horrible events including evolving terrorism and targeted violence, which even the strategic plans have not been able to address. The threat, as Jones (2020) further asserts, continues to be real. While it is important to appreciate the efforts and achievements that the DHS and other agencies have made since 9/11 to identify and prevent imminent threats related to terrorism in the United States, it is also important to mention that the country’s terrorism threats have evolved and continues to take different shapes every day (Jackson, 2018). The strategic framework for countering terrorism and targeted violence, through the DHS, has identified tools and expertise that can be used to protect and strengthen the nation from international terrorist organizations such as Al-Qaida. Through the strategic plans, the government, through the Department of Homeland Security, has moved closer towards identifying terrorism and targeted violence as intertwined and interrelated. Introducing new methods through the strategic plans aimed at creating a more comprehensive understanding of the new dynamics of terrorism and violent extremism in the United States, especially within the United States (Hudson, 2018). While these strategic plans clearly elucidate the nature of the current violent extremism and radicalization, they have mainly focused on domestic challenges, which has been one of its major failures. 
Violent extremism, especially involving the international terrorist groups such as Al-Qaida, is a global problem and needs to be examined from a wider perspective. The current environment of understanding violent extremism and radicalization, through the two strategic plans, has mainly focused on the domestic approaches. As explained in the strategic plan designed in 2016, the government, through the Department of Homeland Security, has been focusing on improving and increasing support to the domestic agencies and other federal departments (DHS, 2016). This initiative’s implementation is organized in four main parameters, including, research and analysis, engagement and technical assistance, interventions, and lastly, communications and digital strategy (DHS, 2016). However, all these strategies have been focused on the local or domestic levels. The current environment of violent extremism and radicalization is a global problem that needs a collaborative approach (Weine et al., 2018). 
Another part of the challenges with the two strategic plans developed in 2011 and 2016is that they bth focused on domestic terrorism, but with the focus on groups susceptible to radicalization like Islamic groups. However, as experts say, the environment has changed and the terrorist groups are no longer focusing on these groups but rather diversifying their radicalization to include members of the society that are not easy to suspect. According to Jones (2020), over the last decade, there has been an increasing concern about the threat of domestic terrorism in the United States with the extremist activities inspired by political, racial, ethnic economic, health and other challenges. According to the author, in October 2020, the federal bureau of investigations (FBI) arrested several suspects believed to have been accomplice to plot kidnapping and execution of the Michigan Governor Gretchen Whitmer (Jones, 2020). The suspect was believed to be members of a new network of extremist groups in Michigan and expanding their wings across the United States. According to the suspects, the governor was a tyrant and believed that she had uncontrolled power. The investigators also found that the suspects planned to kidnap Virginia Governor Ralph Northam for his strict containment measures to curb the spread of Covid-19 (Jones, 2020). 
The above examples are few cases of domestic and locally organized extremist groups emerging in the United States and they represent many cases reported in the last four years since the establishment of the strategic plan of the 2016. It is, therefore, certain that the strategic plans are missing the critical ingredient in the plan to make it effective, which is cutting on the logistical support for these terrorist groups. Currently, the agencies responsible for terrorism prevention like DHS are only concerned about preventing the groups by arresting the suspects who are planning or have been involved in terrorism acts, but they leave out a critical component that these terrorists do not operate alone. They are coordinated and have financial capability backed by someone or organization with the financial and logistical capabilities to help them. The law enforcement agencies, therefore, should pursue any possible link to these terrorists and cut its root from the source of logistical and financial support. Furthermore, terrorism is an international problem that cannot be resolved through domestic approaches. Recently, a coordinated crackdown on terrorism by the international and local organizations showed that when agencies share resources and information, they can bring the terrorist groups down for good. Some of the terrorist groups like Al-Qaida have continued to operate for long because it is only the United States that follows them. Hudson (2018) sought to determine the factors that motivate someone to become a terrorist. He defined a terrorist as someone who is unable to achieve his or her unrealistic goals through the conventional means (Hudson, 2018). From this definition, anyone can become a terrorist as shown from the two examples of a group who wanted to kidnap and kill the two governors. Therefore, the government’s approach to fighting extremism should change from targeting groups related with Islamic groups, but rather focus on the bigger picture, that they anyone can become a terrorist. 
The media has also been blamed for facilitating terrorism acts by spreading the messages of these extremist groups. However, this does not mean that the media and the internet are all bad. With many international terrorist groups turning to different online platforms to spread their messages of hate, influences the radicalization, and even coordinate an attack, a global response is therefore needed to combat this new threat (Jemielniak&Przegalinska, 2020). Through a collaborative approach, law enforcement agencies need to build the capacity and share information and their best practices to respond to this changing and growing threat. These efforts can include removing terrorist content online before they go viral online. There is also need for a collaborative effort between the governments of different countries with the internet service providers and media outlets to work on dealing with violent extremism and radicalization through the media and online platforms. 
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