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Terrorism and immigration ban
Introduction
The issue of terrorism elicits debate in the USA and has been used in the political arena by politicians as they seek to convince their supporters to elect them on the basis that the leaders will deal with terrorism. The issue is serious such that it has been interlinked with immigration such that the USA government believes immigration should be restricted in order to reduce terrorism cases. President Trump, for example, restricted travel from countries such as Iraq, Chad, Iran, Libya, Somalia, Syria, Venezuela, Yemen, and North Korea (Dorell).  The US government believes that travelers from these countries pose a grave security risk to US citizens and they thus, should not be allowed to enter the USA. This essay argues that banning travelers from the said countries, does not necessarily make the US citizens safer, and therefore, the ban should be lifted. 
Supporting the thesis statement
Whereas the US government believes that the ban on some countries reduces the terrorism threat, there is the issue of US-born citizens intending to cause harm. For example, Oren identifies the rise in the number of white supremacists, militia members, and sovereign citizens, who have been responsible for 74 percent of the 372 murders related to extremists between 2007 and 2016 (Segal). Furthermore, right-wing extremists were responsible for the murder of 34 out of 45 police officers. These figures show how citizens can be killed by their fellow citizens. The cases of white extremists show that criminals do not have to be foreigners to kill. Furthermore, these extremists are not necessarily Moslem and they are not associated with Islamic beliefs, which have been argued to be responsible for propagating mass murder. The US government had indicated that the ban on the identified countries would safe Americans from radicalized Islamic beliefs possible of causing mass murder (Williams). 
Additionally, it can be observed that people do not have to travel to the US to commit murder. The mass murder committed in June 2016 was orchestrated by inspiration. The man responsible for killing 49 people in Orlando’s gay nightclub was inspired by ISIS (Williams). In this internet era, information can be accessed globally and therefore, terrorist groupings can inspire people in far-away nations like the USA. All a person needs to do is to access the internet or other publications from radical terrorist groups and get inspired. Such a person can then decide to act individually but through the inspiration of the radical group. 
The people at the Orlando gay nightclub were killed by an American citizen since Omar Mateen was US-born (Ellis, Fantz, Karimi, and McLaughlin). It thus shows that there are enemies within the country and they can engage in a mass murder at will. Such people are not affected by the ban because they are already within the country, and most importantly, born in the US. Therefore, it is possible that the ban may travel to the USA, but it does not achieve the objective of protecting the US citizens from radical criminals, based on the observation that some US citizens can get inspiration from the radical groupings. 
According to Williams, the following cases show criminal activities aimed at causing mass murder in the USA in 2017. A 64-year-old man killed over 50 people and injured over 200 after opening fire on a gathering in Las Vegas. In August 2017, a woman died and 19 people injured in Charlottesville, Virginia after a 20-year-old run over a crowd. Moreover, several people were injured, including members of the Republican Congress after a 66-year-old white man opened fire during a baseball practice (Williams). An evaluation of the perpetrators of the heinous crimes shows they are not associated with the countries on the ban list.  
Furthermore, it is worth noting that the US citizens constitute the majority of convicted terrorists (Hirschkorn). Since the September 11 attack, the majority of convicts associated with Islamic extremism in federal courts are U.S. citizens (Hirschkorn). This statement means that there is a large percentage of US citizens who are prone to committing or abetting terrorism. Therefore, banning people from traveling to the US under the notion that the citizens will be safe from dangers posed by terrorists, would not achieve the intended goal when threats appear to come from within the populace. 
Counter-arguments
However, there is a large group asserting that the ban should be maintained due to safety concerns. These ban supporters argue that the majority of the terrorists are foreigners and therefore, they should be banned from entering the USA. According to Nowrasteh, 88 percent of murders on US soil orchestrated by terrorists between 1975 and 2015 were carried out by foreigners. This statement means that the crimes were committed by foreigners who had entered the US on various visas such as tourist or student (Nowrasteh). Once inside the USA, these people start making plans on how to attack the USA from within its borders. It can thus be argued that the majority of these attackers misuse the gratitude of the USA of providing them with the necessary visas to enter the country only for them to plan attacks later. 
Refuting the ban supporters
However, even if there are indications that some of these terrorism perpetrators may still be influenced by the beliefs of their countries of origin, not every traveler to the USA is a criminal. For example, citizens from the banned countries have not been associated with any mass murder from 1975 to 2015 in the U.S. (Friedman). The six Sudanese, one Yemeni, Six Iranians, two Iraqis and two Somalis convicted in US jails between 1975 and 2015 are guilty of attempting to execute attacks in the USA (Friedman). However, they have not been involved in attacks that have led to mass murder, as is the case with radicalized terrorists. Furthermore, there are no Syrians and Libyans convicted of engaging in similar crimes in the USA during the same period and yet, the US government asserts that the banned countries are notorious for harboring and abetting international terrorism. Therefore, if citizens from the banned countries have not been responsible for mass murders in the USA, then there would be no need to ban the countries. There would be no need of supporting the ban if citizens from those countries have not been responsible for mass murder in the USA. 
Enacting travel bans on the identified countries may not resolve terrorism because motivating to commit terrorist atrocities is coming from other directions. It can be observed that ‘home-grown’ terrorists are getting motivation and inspiration from online propaganda (Ellis, Fantz, Karimi, and McLaughlin). Since terrorists have their websites and other publications, it is possible for people abroad to access them and get motivated. Therefore, banned travel from countries deemed to support terrorism would not do much to save Americans from terrorism. It is possible that there is a segment of citizens, within the USA, already inspired by terrorists’ propaganda and awaiting to hurt Americans. Therefore, the U.S. government needs to concentrate on other methods and not necessarily banning travel from the identified countries. Since there are probabilities that brainwashed US citizens could already have been inspired by terrorist propaganda, then the ban does not have any effect because attacks will occur anyway.

Conclusion
In conclusion, it can be observed that the issue of immigration and terrorism continues to elicit debate in the USA. Whereas the US government believes its citizens are safe by banning travel from countries such as Iraq, Chad, Iran, Libya, Somalia, Syria, Venezuela, Yemen, and North Korea, reports indicate otherwise. The American people appear to be vulnerable from American citizens or immigrants already in the USA than travelers from the said countries. The massacres orchestrated against Americans such as the Orland nightclub murders were carried out by an American, who had gained inspiration from the terrorists’ propaganda. Therefore, banning travel does not appear to have significant effects on the safety of the Americans. It would be better to engage in other measures such as monitoring those most vulnerable to terrorism-propaganda. Since there are probabilities of ‘home-grown’ terrorism whereby people associate themselves with the beliefs of terrorist groups by reading their publications and accessing their online materials, the US government needs to concentrate at home. Banning people from countries that have not been involved in terrorism in the USA does not guarantee safety to Americans. Americans would not be safe if they are vulnerable to attack from Americans who get inspired by terrorist acts. Furthermore, the government needs to deal with supremacist groups that appear willing to orchestrate mass murder just as the government thinks terrorists do. 
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