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ECHOING ACROSS A NATION: THE NEW WAVE 
OF GENDERED TERRORISM IN THE UNITED 
STATES 

Brianna Fero

ABSTRACT: This essay examines the evolution of terrorism in the United States, tracing its 
trajectory from early instances of global terrorism to the transformative impact of 9/11 and the 
rise of new wave domestic terrorism during Donald Trump’s presidency. With a particular focus 
on its impact on women, the analysis explores how the post-9/11 era redefined terrorism as an 
external threat, predominantly associated with Muslim and Arab communities, while overlooking 
the growing dangers of homegrown extremism. This framing shaped national security strategies 
and public discourse, allowing domestic terrorism to proliferate unchecked.

The discussion then shifts to the Trump era, where misogyny, anti-abortion laws, and anti-
LGBTQ+ legislation became embedded in political rhetoric and policy. The essay argues that 
Trump’s leadership not only emboldened extremist ideologies but also fostered a climate where 
gendered terrorism – violence and systemic oppression targeting women and marginalized 
communities – flourished. By examining the intersection of political rhetoric, policy, and acts of 
violence, this analysis reveals how the U.S.’s narrow focus on foreign threats has obscured the real 
and present dangers within its own borders.

Recognizing the deeply embedded nature of domestic terrorism, this essay advocates for a multi-
pronged approach to addressing it – one which includes legislative action, social mobilization, and 
cultural transformation. This essay highlights the urgency of recognizing and confronting domestic 
terrorism in all its forms, challenging narratives which have allowed it to fester unchecked within 
American society.

Researched Argumentative Essay

Historical Context and Frameworks

For many Americans, terrorism is 
synonymous with foreign threats – 

particularly jihadist extremism – an association 
cemented by the attacks of September 11th, 
2001. That day, nearly 3,000 lives were lost 
as Al Qaeda operatives hijacked four planes 
and carried out a meticulously planned assault 
on U.S. soil. This moment would redefine 
national security and shape the modern Western 
perception of terrorism. From that point 
forward, terrorism became exclusively framed 
as an external, Islamic threat, reinforcing the 
notion that danger always comes from beyond 
American borders.

However, this framing is deeply flawed. 
Long before 9/11, the deadliest terrorist act on 
American soil was not carried out by Al Qaeda 
but by a homegrown extremist. On April 19th, 
1995, Gulf War veteran Timothy McVeigh 
detonated a truck bomb outside the Murrah 
Federal Building in Oklahoma City, killing 168 
people, (Federal Bureau of Investigation [FBI], 
2016). Motivated by far-right, anti-government 
ideologies, McVeigh was not part of any foreign 
terrorist network – he was an American radical 
shaped by domestic extremism. Yet, despite this, 
the national discourse surrounding terrorism 
overwhelmingly fixates on foreign actors while 
largely ignoring or downplaying threats which 
emerge from within.
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This selective framing of terrorism has had 
dangerous consequences, allowing domestic 
extremism to fester in the shadows. Even before 
9/11, far-right violence posed a significant threat, 
and in the decades since, it has only escalated. 
The rise of white supremacist and nationalist 
ideologies, often fueled by conspiracy theories 
and political rhetoric, has created an environment 
where terrorism is no longer something that 
happens “over there” but is very much an 
American reality. And yet, because these 
perpetrators do not fit the conventional image 
of a terrorist, acts of violence are frequently 
dismissed as lone-wolf attacks rather than part 
of a larger, systemic problem.

This modern wave of domestic terrorism has 
flourished in recent years, particularly under the 
leadership of Donald Trump. His presidency was 
marked by a relentless strategy of “othering” – 
demonizing immigrants, Muslims, LGBTQ+ 
individuals, and women while emboldening his 
supporters to view these groups as existential 
threats. This rhetoric was not just divisive; it 
actively fueled extremist violence. When Trump 
called Mexican immigrants “rapists” (BBC 
News, 2024), when he banned transgender 
people from the military (American Civil 
Liberties Union [ACLU], 2023), when he 
mocked survivors of sexual assault (Rivera, 
2018), he sent a clear message: certain groups 
are not just lesser – they are enemies. His words 
carried immense weight, shaping policies, 
and emboldening violent actors who took his 
rhetoric as a call to action.

Terrorism is not just a distant, foreign menace 
– it is deeply embedded in American society, 
manifesting in mass shootings, hate crimes, 
and the systemic oppression of marginalized 
groups. The idea that terrorism must be tied 
to a particular race, religion, or nationality is a 
dangerous illusion – one which has allowed an 
equally sinister form of extremism to flourish 
in our own American backyard. Gendered 
terrorism, has become a defining feature of this 
era, as women, transgender individuals, and 

LGBTQ+ people increasingly find themselves 
the targets of extremist violence and political 
repression. By failing to call these acts what they 
are – terrorism – the U.S. continues to ignore a 
crisis that is unfolding within its own borders.

The rise of gendered terrorism under Trump’s 
presidency represents a critical yet overlooked 
dimension of domestic extremism. By tracing 
its historical roots and analyzing how political 
rhetoric fuels acts of violence and repression, 
this analysis challenges the conventional 
definitions of terrorism and demands recognition 
of the systemic terror inflicted upon women and 
marginalized communities in America.

Terror In Our Backyard

The events of 9/11 reshaped not just national 
security policies but the very fabric of American 
perception. As Cox (2002) notes, “However, it 
was not just the collapse of the Twin Towers and 
the partial destruction of the Pentagon that made 
the attack internationally significant. It was what 
followed – first in terms of the US response to 
the attack and second in terms of the attack’s 
impact upon the larger international system – 
that lent the event such importance,” (p. 218). 
A wave of fear took hold, not just in the United 
States but around the world, as people grappled 
with the uncertainty of what would come next. 
In response, the U.S. government dramatically 
expanded its role in counterterrorism, increasing 
airport security, broadening surveillance 
laws, and intensifying detentions of suspected 
terrorists (Federal Bureau of Investigation 
[FBI], 2010). Yet beyond policy changes, the 
attack also fueled a cultural shift – one that 
recast terrorism almost exclusively as an Islamic 
threat, reinforcing a dangerous and misleading 
narrative.

This framing ignored a critical reality: terrorism 
is not confined to a single religion, ideology, or 
region. As legal scholar Maxwell O. Chibundu 
argues, “Terrorism has always served as a tool 
of the powerless, Muslim and non-Muslim 
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alike, and Muslims, whether of the moderate 
or fundamentalist stripe, like Christians, Jews, 
Hindus and Atheists, have resorted to terror 
when it suited their needs” (Chibundu, 2004, 
p. 889). At its core, terrorism is often an act of 
desperation, a means for individuals or groups 
who feel powerless to amplify their message. 
Many of the most infamous attacks have been 
justified as acts committed in the “name of 
God,” yet no religious doctrine truly endorses 
mass murder. Instead, these violent acts often 
stem from deeper social and political grievances, 
where violence becomes a distorted tool for 
recognition, revenge, or perceived justice.

Terrorism is rarely an isolated act of violence; 
it is often a strategic tool used to send a broader 
message, whether political, ideological, or 
retaliatory. For those who feel powerless, it 
can be a desperate attempt to assert agency, a 
final act meant to force recognition of their 
cause. However, suicide terrorism presents 
a paradox—why would someone willingly 
sacrifice their own life for an act of destruction? 
Research suggests that these attacks are not 
purely ideological but deeply shaped by 
systemic and structural conditions. As Harmon 
et al. (2019) explain, “Piazza does suggest that 
regime type was related to the perpetration of 
suicide attacks. Other societal elements such 
as economy, education, religion, and culture 
have also been included in theories about the 
causes of suicide terrorism.” This perspective 
underscores the reality that terrorism does 
not arise in a vacuum; rather, it is cultivated 
in environments where economic instability, 
political repression, and social alienation create 
pathways for radicalization.

Extremist groups exploit these vulnerabilities, 
using psychological manipulation to 
recruit individuals who may already feel 
disenfranchised. Brainwashing is a calculated 
tactic, one that preys on those seeking purpose, 
belonging, or even financial security. For 
some, joining a terrorist organization promises 
protection for their families, access to resources, 

or a sense of religious fulfillment—perceived 
rewards that outweigh their own mortality. 
These incentives, however, obscure the larger 
power dynamics at play. Terrorist leaders rarely 
put themselves in harm’s way; instead, they 
weaponize the most vulnerable, turning them 
into tools for ideological warfare.

Despite the common perception that terrorism 
is synonymous with suicide bombings and 
large-scale attacks, the reality is far more 
complex. While the manipulation tactics used by 
extremist groups are often similar, the outcomes 
are unpredictable. Terrorism is not confined 
to a single profile, nor is it limited to those 
with clear political motives. In theory, anyone 
can become radicalized under the right (or 
wrong) conditions—especially when systemic 
oppression, economic hardship, and ideological 
propaganda converge to push individuals toward 
extreme action. Understanding these root causes 
is crucial, as dismantling the conditions that 
breed terrorism is far more effective than simply 
responding to its violent manifestations. 

As American as Apple Pie

The perception that terrorism is inherently 
tied to jihadist extremism remains deeply 
ingrained in public discourse, especially in a 
post-9/11 world. However, this framing ignores 
the growing reality that terrorism is not confined 
to any one religion, ethnicity, or ideology. 
While extremist groups operating in Muslim-
majority states continue to be the focus of 
counterterrorism efforts, domestic radicalization 
has become a more pressing concern. It is 
no longer just a matter of Americans joining 
foreign terrorist organizations—it is about the 
conditions within the U.S. that are fostering 
homegrown extremism. As recent studies 
highlight, the demographic makeup of jihadist 
terrorists in the U.S. since 9/11 is far more 
diverse than commonly assumed: “Of the 
sixteen lethal jihadist terrorists in the United 
States since 9/11: three are African-Americans, 
three are from families that hailed originally 
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from Pakistan, one was born in Virginia to 
Palestinian immigrant parents, one was born 
in Kuwait to Palestinian-Jordanian parents, 
one was born in New York to a family from 
Afghanistan, two are white converts—one born 
in Texas, another in Florida—two came from 
Russia as youth, one emigrated from Egypt and 
conducted his attack a decade after coming to the 
United States, one emigrated from Uzbekistan, 
and one was a Saudi Air Force officer in the 
United States for military training” (Vidino et 
al., 2010). These cases reflect the complexity 
of radicalization, illustrating that terrorism is 
not a phenomenon limited to specific ethnic or 
religious backgrounds.

Understanding the conditions that lead 
to radicalization is essential for effective 
counterterrorism strategies. Factors such as 
political alienation, economic instability, 
social isolation, and exposure to extremist 
propaganda all contribute to the radicalization 
process. Yet, public reactions to acts of terror 
often rely on immediate scapegoating, placing 
disproportionate blame on Muslim communities 
while overlooking the more pressing issue 
of domestic extremism. Many attackers 
were radicalized within U.S. borders, often 
exhibiting clear warning signs of their descent 
into extremist ideologies. Moving forward, 
addressing terrorism prevention requires more 
than reactive security measures—it demands 
a deeper investment in understanding the 
psychological, social, and political mechanisms 
that drive individuals toward violence. If the 
root causes of radicalization are not confronted, 
the cycle of extremist violence will persist, 
reinforcing the very conditions that make 
terrorism a sustained threat.

Fine Lines in the Future

The September 11 attacks profoundly altered 
the American psyche, introducing an era marked 
by heightened vigilance and an intensified focus 
on national security. This seismic event not only 
exposed vulnerabilities but also sparked critical 
inquiries into the psychological mechanisms 

that drive individuals toward extremist violence. 
Understanding the pathways to radicalization 
is imperative; as Borum (2004) elucidates, 
“Most involvement in terrorism results from 
gradual exposure and socialization towards 
extreme behavior” (p. 23). Despite substantial 
investments in counterterrorism, there remains 
a conspicuous gap in addressing the evolving 
nature of domestic extremism. While external 
threats continue to command attention, 
the insidious rise of homegrown terrorism 
necessitates a recalibration of focus toward 
internal dynamics.

In the aftermath of 9/11, the U.S. government 
expanded its surveillance apparatus and 
implemented measures that, while aimed at 
safeguarding the nation, encroached upon civil 
liberties. This delicate balance between security 
and freedom has been a contentious issue, as 
efforts to thwart terrorism have occasionally 
undermined the democratic principles they 
intend to protect. Patterson (2011) observes that 
“nearly all Americans consider themselves to 
be very free regardless of class and ethnicity, 
although what exactly this means, and how 
it is experienced, has always been strongly 
contested” (p. 1). This paradox has been further 
complicated in recent years, as political leaders 
have invoked national security to justify policies 
that disproportionately affect marginalized 
communities.

The urgency to develop predictive models 
for terrorism is evident, yet the field remains 
nascent. A more systematic approach—
prioritizing comprehensive understanding 
over reactive policies—is essential to preempt 
potential threats. This necessitates a paradigm 
shift in national discourse, recognizing that 
terrorism is not solely an external menace but 
one that is deeply rooted within American 
society. It is within this intricate landscape 
that the Trump administration’s rhetoric and 
policies emerge as pivotal factors, potentially 
exacerbating domestic extremism and reshaping 
the contours of American terrorism.
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How Donald Trump Turned 9/11’s Legacy 
Inward

Terrorism is not a relic of the past, it is an 
evolving force that morphs with political 
climates, social unrest, and ideological 
battlegrounds. While some analysts predict 
economic growth and youth employment might 
diminish terrorism’s appeal by 2025, history 
warns against such certainty. Extremism is not 
easily extinguished; it reshapes itself, adapting 
to the fears and frustrations of the moment 
(Bakker, 2012). If global terrorism fades from 
the spotlight, the urgent question remains: What 
will take its place?

In the years following 9/11, the United 
States focused almost exclusively on external 
threats, directing its military and intelligence 
resources toward eradicating jihadist networks 
abroad. This fixation left a dangerous blind 
spot, allowing homegrown terrorism—fueled 
by nationalism, white supremacy, and political 
radicalization—to fester largely unchecked. 
As Bakker (2012) notes, forecasting terrorism 
is inherently complex, as it intersects with 
economic instability, political polarization, and 
cultural anxieties (p. 72). Yet, while intelligence 
agencies scrutinized foreign actors, a new 
brand of extremism was taking root within 
America’s borders, one that did not wear the 
label of “terrorist” but was no less driven by an 
ideological pursuit of control, fear, and violence.

This shift reached a critical point during the 
Trump presidency. Under his leadership, the 
very definition of terrorism became politicized, 
weaponized, and distorted to serve partisan 
agendas. Trump frequently amplified the 
idea that terrorism was an imported threat, 
using fear-based rhetoric to justify aggressive 
policies against Muslim and immigrant 
communities. Meanwhile, far-right extremism 
flourished, emboldened by his rhetoric, policies, 
and refusal to condemn violent nationalist 
movements (Jones, 2018). The data is stark: 
between 2016 and 2017, terrorist attacks by 

far-right extremists quadrupled in the U.S., 
yet federal counterterrorism efforts remained 
disproportionately focused on foreign actors 
(Jones, 2018).

More than just ignoring domestic extremism, 
the Trump administration actively fueled 
it. His refusal to condemn white nationalist 
violence—most infamously stating that there 
were “very fine people on both sides” after 
the 2017 Charlottesville rally—sent a clear 
message of validation to extremist groups. 
His administration shifted national security 
priorities away from white supremacist 
terrorism, defunded programs that addressed 
domestic radicalization, and instead directed 
resources toward targeting leftist and civil rights 
movements as supposed threats to national 
security (Miller Center, 2020). In doing so, 
Trump not only reshaped public perception of 
terrorism but also provided far-right extremists 
with the political legitimacy they had long 
sought.

This evolution of terrorism—from a foreign 
war to a domestic insurgency—demands a 
complete reassessment of what constitutes a 
security threat in modern America. The post-
9/11 era framed terrorism as something that 
happens “over there,” a narrative that has 
allowed an equally dangerous, homegrown form 
of ideological extremism to metastasize within 
U.S. borders. While previous administrations 
failed to adequately address this rising threat, 
the Trump presidency did not just ignore it—
it exacerbated it, making far-right extremism a 
defining feature of American terrorism today.

Make America Terrorists Again

The war on terror has been turned inward, no 
longer just a campaign against foreign enemies 
but a weapon against women, LGBTQ+ 
individuals, and marginalized communities. 
Domestic terrorism, once framed as a foreign 
threat, has flourished within U.S. borders, fueled 
by far-right radicalization, white supremacy, 
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and systemic violence. While mass shootings, 
hate crimes, and anti-democratic violence 
surged, political extremism merged with policy, 
transforming into a systematic effort to strip 
rights, control bodies, and instill fear.

At the center of this movement is the “Make 
America Great Again” (MAGA) ideology, which 
has become more than a slogan—it is a call to 
arms for extremists. Under Trump, MAGA 
became a rallying point for violent misogynists, 
white supremacists, and anti-government 
radicals, culminating in events like the January 
6th insurrection, where far-right extremists and 
domestic terrorists gathered under its banner 
(ABC News, 2021). More than just rhetoric, 
this ideology fueled real-world violence, from 
mass attacks on marginalized communities 
to policies targeting women’s autonomy. As 
Phadke and Boesch (2025) argue, Trump’s 
administration weaponized deregulation to strip 
away protections for women and marginalized 
groups, making their lives more vulnerable under 
the guise of policy shifts. But these rollbacks 
were not just political decisions—they were 
part of a broader movement to institutionalize 
far-right extremism, legitimizing discrimination 
and emboldening those who sought to enforce it 
through violence.

The rebranding of far-right ideology under 
MAGA has allowed domestic terrorism to 
thrive. This new wave of gendered and political 
extremism is not a fringe movement—it is deeply 
embedded in America’s institutions, laws, and 
political discourse. While the next section will 
explore how Trump’s policies systematically 
dismantled protections for women and LGBTQ+ 
individuals, it is essential to recognize that this 
form of domestic terrorism is ideological at 
its core—one designed to control, silence, and 
eliminate opposition.

Pro Life or Pro Control? 

Under Donald Trump’s presidency, 
reproductive rights became a battleground, 
not just for policy debates but for ideological 
warfare over bodily autonomy and state control. 
The administration cut over $200 million in 
federal funding for teen pregnancy prevention 
programs, leaving hundreds of thousands of 
young people without access to comprehensive 
sex education (Bassett, 2018). At the same 
time, employers were granted broad discretion 
to deny birth control coverage, further limiting 
reproductive choices under the guise of religious 
freedom. These policies disproportionately 
harmed low-income individuals and women of 
color, who already faced barriers to healthcare 
and economic independence.

These attacks on reproductive rights extended 
far beyond access to contraception. In the wake 
of Trump’s judicial appointments, a wave of 
abortion bans, criminalization efforts, and legal 
reinterpretations of reproductive healthcare 
swept across the country, emboldening 
conservative lawmakers to further restrict 
access to life-saving medical care. The Alabama 
Supreme Court’s 2024 ruling equating frozen 
embryos to children has already raised concerns 
that IVF, contraception, and even miscarriage 
care could soon face severe legal restrictions 
(Nadeau et al., 2024). The increasing legal 
uncertainty around reproductive healthcare has 
left doctors hesitant to provide critical care and 
patients facing delays and denials for medical 
procedures once considered standard treatment.

Though framed as efforts to “protect life,” 
these policies do not improve maternal health 
outcomes—they do the opposite. The United 
States already has the highest maternal mortality 
rate among developed nations, and restrictions 
on abortion and reproductive care have 
exacerbated healthcare disparities, particularly 
for Black and Indigenous women. Meanwhile, 
many of the same political figures advocating 
for abortion bans have also supported policies 
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that gut funding for maternal healthcare, social 
services, and childcare assistance—revealing a 
contradiction between rhetoric and reality.

At its core, reproductive oppression has long 
been a weapon in ideological warfare, shaping 
who is allowed control over their own future. 
Trump did not ignite this war—Republican-led 
efforts to strip reproductive rights date back 
decades—but he escalated it to an unprecedented 
scale, giving extremists the green light to push 
the most extreme policies yet. His judicial 
appointments paved the way for the overturning 
of Roe v. Wade, state-level abortion bans, and 
renewed attacks on contraception and fertility 
treatments. The result? A nation where bodily 
autonomy is no longer guaranteed but dictated 
by political ideology and religious conservatism. 
The long-term consequences of these decisions 
will not just be measured in legal battles but 
in the lived experiences of those navigating 
a landscape where reproductive freedom is 
increasingly up for debate. The terror Donald 
Trump escalated rages on, with millions of lives 
hanging in the balance and devastatingly, many 
lives lost.

The Predator-In-Chief

Terrorism is often framed as violence meant to 
instill fear and suppress perceived threats—yet 
when gendered violence is used to control and 
subjugate, it is rarely recognized as such. Donald 
Trump’s presidency did not just embolden 
misogynists; it institutionalized gendered 
terror as a political tool. His rhetoric, policies, 
and judicial appointments systematically 
dismantled protections for women, reinforcing 
the idea that their safety, autonomy, and rights 
were negotiable in the broader effort to restore 
patriarchal dominance. Trump normalized 
violence against women through both words 
and action. His infamous “grab ‘em by the 
pussy” remark was not an offhand comment—
it was a declaration of power over women’s 
bodies, a signal that dominance and entitlement 
were acceptable, even celebrated (BBC News, 

2016). He dismissed accusations of sexual 
misconduct against himself and his allies, 
mocking survivors and reinforcing a culture 
where abusers faced no consequences. His 
administration’s legal and political maneuvers 
eroded protections for sexual harassment 
victims, rolled back workplace safeguards, 
and stacked the courts with judges who would 
later strip away reproductive rights and legal 
recourse for survivors (Valcore, Asquith, & 
Rodgers, 2023).

This was not just political negligence; it was 
ideological enforcement. Far-right movements 
worldwide have long used violence against 
women as a means of control, and Trump’s 
administration mirrored those tactics on a 
national scale. His policies did not just make 
life harder for women; they made gendered 
violence a sanctioned, structural reality. The 
rollback of Title IX protections, defunding of 
domestic violence prevention programs, and the 
elevation of men accused of sexual misconduct 
into powerful government positions all sent 
a clear message: women’s pain was not just 
dismissed—it was politically useful (UNODC, 
2024). The effects of this cannot be understated. 
Studies show that gender-based violence 
is not just a social issue, it is a precursor to 
political extremism and domestic terrorism. 
Trump’s presidency gave rise to a new wave of 
emboldened far-right misogynists, fueling mass 
shootings, hate crimes, and organized attacks 
on women’s autonomy (Hall, 2024). Under his 
leadership, women are not just marginalized—
they are targets.

Trump’s presidency did not just reinforce 
gendered terror, it simply expanded its scope. 
The policies that attacked women’s autonomy 
were not isolated events; they were part of a 
broader movement that sought to erase, punish, 
and control those who did not conform to far-
right ideals of gender and power. The same 
administration that rolled back protections for 
survivors and gutted reproductive rights also 
launched relentless attacks on transgender 
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individuals, LGBTQ+ communities, and anyone 
who defied traditional gender norms. Violence 
was not just tolerated, it was encouraged, and 
legal frameworks were reshaped to make 
discrimination easier and accountability harder.

Gendered terror was never just about 
women—it is about enforcing an entire hierarchy 
of control. What began as a war on women’s 
bodies also quickly expanded into an assault 
on LGBTQ+ existence, weaponizing policy, 
courts, and social institutions to instill fear and 
erase identities. For extremists, policing gender 
is not just an obsession—it is a foundation of 
their ideology. Under Donald Trump, it became 
government policy.

Red Hat, Bloody Hands

Trump’s presidency was not just a rollback 
of LGBTQ+ rights, it was a state-sanctioned 
campaign to erase, delegitimize, and 
endanger transgender and queer lives. His 
administration targeted LGBTQ+ individuals 
through policy, rhetoric, and executive action, 
making discrimination not just permissible but 
encouraged. These attacks were not just about 
exclusion, but rather controlling, silencing, and 
the assertion of a far-right vision where gender 
and sexuality were policed as threats to the 
nation itself.

One of the most brutal assaults came through 
healthcare discrimination, where Trump’s 
administration rescinded protections under 
Section 1557 of the Affordable Care Act (ACA), 
stripping transgender people of vital safeguards 
against medical discrimination (Musumeci 
& Kates, 2020). With these changes, doctors, 
hospitals, and insurers were empowered to 
deny life-saving medical care simply because 
of a person’s gender identity. As NPR reported, 
these policies meant that a transgender man 
could be refused treatment for ovarian cancer, or 
a transgender woman could be denied coverage 
for hormone therapy—even if such denials 
resulted in death (Simmons-Duffin, 2020). This 

was not just a bureaucratic rollback, but it was 
also the institutionalization of trans erasure 
through systemic neglect.

Policies were accompanied by a relentless 
effort to erase trans people from public life. 
Trump’s ban on transgender military service 
was not simply about national defense, it was 
a symbolic act meant to reinforce the message 
that transgender individuals had no place in 
American society. His administration fueled 
state-level attacks, backing legislation which 
sought to block trans youth from receiving 
healthcare, ban trans athletes from competing 
in sports, and prevent individuals from legally 
changing their gender markers (HRC, 2024). 
These policies were not only about legal 
classification, but they were also about denying 
trans people the ability to exist safely and with 
dignity.

However, policy alone was not enough. 
Trump’s rhetoric ensured the war on LGBTQ+ 
communities extended beyond the law and 
into everyday life. His administration’s open 
embrace of far-right, Christian nationalist 
movements, coupled with his dog-whistle 
attacks on LGBTQ+ “threats,” emboldened 
extremists who viewed queer and trans 
existence as a cultural enemy. Hate crimes 
against LGBTQ+ individuals soared under his 
leadership, with transgender women of color 
disproportionately targeted (HRC, 2024). These 
were not isolated acts of violence, they were 
the direct consequences of a presidency which 
legitimized hate, stripped away protections, and 
left trans communities defenseless in the face of 
rising extremism.

Trump’s anti-LGBTQ+ agenda did not end 
when he left The White House from his first term. 
The far-right saw the effectiveness of his attacks 
and escalated them into full-blown legislative 
warfare, pushing laws that criminalize gender-
affirming care, restrict LGBTQ+ speech in 
schools, and strip away protections at the state 
level. These are not just legal battles; , they 
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are attempts to enforce a world where gender 
nonconformity is seen as a punishable offense.

The next battleground was not just in law, it 
was in the streets. With the federal government 
signaling open hostility toward LGBTQ+ 
individuals, extremists took it as permission to 
act. The violence which followed was not an 
unintended consequence, it was a direct result of 
an administration who made clear which lives 
were seen as disposable.

Fear On Our Doorsteps

Violence against women, LGBTQ+ 
individuals, and marginalized communities has 
become an integral part of the new wave of 
domestic terrorism in the United States. While 
traditional narratives associate terrorism with 
foreign threats, the reality is that ideological 
violence—rooted in misogyny, white 
supremacy, and far-right extremism—thrives 
within the country’s own borders. Donald 
Trump’s presidency created an environment 
where violence against women and LGBTQ+ 
people was emboldened, justified, and, in 
many cases, incited by political rhetoric and 
policy decisions. The consequences have been 
staggering: increased domestic violence, a 
surge in hate crimes, the targeted killings of 
transgender individuals, and mass shootings 
disproportionately committed by radicalized 
young men.

Domestic terrorism is not just about large-
scale attacks, it thrives in everyday acts of 
gendered violence, racial terror, and ideological 
extremism. Research consistently links 
domestic violence to mass shootings, with 59% 
of mass shootings between 2014 and 2019 tied 
to domestic abuse (Kivisto & Porter, 2021). This 
violence disproportionately targets women, 
LGBTQ+ individuals, and people of color, with 
perpetrators often radicalized through online 
extremist spaces which glorify misogyny, 
white nationalism, and homophobic violence. 
According to the National Coalition Against 

Domestic Violence, nearly 20 people per minute 
are physically abused by an intimate partner in 
the United States, amounting to over 10 million 
women and men per year (Bergman, 2023).

Hate crimes have followed a similarly 
alarming trajectory. Under Trump’s leadership, 
FBI data revealed a nearly 20% surge in hate 
crimes (Villarreal, 2020). In 2022 alone, there 
were 11,634 reported hate crime incidents, 
impacting over 13,000 victims (FBI, 2022). 
Crimes motivated by sexual orientation 
increased by 13.8%, while those targeting 
gender identity surged by 32.9%, showing 
a clear escalation in anti-LGBTQ+ violence 
(Human Rights Campaign, 2024). The epidemic 
of violence against transgender individuals is 
particularly dire: at least 36 transgender and 
gender-expansive individuals were murdered 
in 2023, with Black transgender women 
comprising 61% of the victims (Hines, 2024). 
These statistics represent only the known 
cases, as many anti-transgender hate crimes go 
unreported due to fear of law enforcement or 
lack of legal protections.

Islamophobic hate crimes also spiked after 
Trump’s election. His vilification of Muslim 
communities, particularly women who wear 
hijabs, fueled an environment of state-sanctioned 
Islamophobia that emboldened attacks. Reports 
of violence against Muslim women escalated 
dramatically after Trump’s election, with 
the Council on American-Islamic Relations 
reporting widespread fear and harassment 
directly linked to Trump’s rhetoric and policies 
(SAGE Journals, 2024). This form of terror 
surrounds making entire communities live in 
fear for their safety and fits the very definition of 
domestic terrorism, yet it remains largely absent 
from mainstream counterterrorism discussions.

The intersection of online radicalization 
and real-world violence further exacerbates 
this crisis. Far-right extremist groups have 
increasingly used digital platforms to recruit 
and radicalize young men, fueling misogynistic 
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and white supremacist ideologies that directly 
translate into real-world attacks. Incels 
(involuntary celibates), white nationalists, and 
violent misogynists have repeatedly targeted 
women and LGBTQ+ people, reinforcing the 
idea that they are threats to traditional societal 
structures (FBI, 2022). This weaponization of 
gendered and racial hatred is a central feature 
of contemporary domestic terrorism, one which 
the United States government has consistently 
failed to confront with the same urgency given 
to foreign threats.

This epidemic of terror against women, 
LGBTQ+ individuals, and religious minorities 
has forced marginalized communities into 
survival mode. Women increasingly rely on self-
defense training, legal advocacy networks, and 
underground resources to protect themselves. 
Transgender individuals must carefully navigate 
healthcare systems which have been stripped of 
protections under Trump-era policies (Simmons-
Duffin, 2020). Muslim communities continue to 
live under heightened scrutiny, knowing that 
even their right to exist safely in public spaces 
remains precarious.

The reluctance to call this violence what it is, 
terrorism, has allowed it to persist unchecked. 
These attacks are not isolated incidents, but part 
of a broader ideological war waged against those 
who do not conform to the far-right’s vision of 
America. The numbers do not lie: domestic 
terrorism has been rebranded as “culture wars” 
when in reality it is an orchestrated assault 
on marginalized communities. Until violence 
against women, LGBTQ+ individuals, and 
racial minorities is recognized as terrorism, 
meaningful solutions will remain out of reach.

Shattering Glass Ceilings While Dismantling 
Extremism

Addressing the rise of gendered terrorism 
in the United States requires more than 
acknowledgment, it demands targeted and 
sustained action. The violence and oppression 

directed at women, LGBTQ+ individuals, and 
other marginalized communities are not random 
but deeply embedded in political, cultural, and 
economic systems. While these issues have long 
existed, recent years have seen an escalation in 
extremist rhetoric, policy rollbacks, and acts of 
violence which disproportionately harm these 
communities.

However, the conversation cannot stop 
at the victims, we must also recognize the 
growing radicalization of young men who are 
increasingly drawn into extremist ideologies. 
Far-right networks, incel culture, and online 
propaganda machines actively recruit, 
manipulate, and embolden young men to view 
feminism, LGBTQ+ rights, and racial justice 
as existential threats. Such spaces thrive on 
grievance politics, convincing young men 
that they have been wronged by progress and 
violence is a justified response. Left unchecked, 
this radicalization pipeline feeds directly into 
domestic terrorism, mass shootings, and gender-
based violence. The way forward requires legal, 
social, and cultural strategies that both protect 
those at risk and dismantle the conditions 
which allow gendered terrorism to persist. The 
solutions outlined below offer a comprehensive 
framework for reclaiming autonomy, safety, and 
justice in the face of growing extremism:

1.	 Reclassify Gender-Based Violence as a 
National Security Concern — The rise in 
mass shootings, hate crimes, and ideological 
violence linked to far-right extremism and 
misogyny must be recognized as part of a 
broader domestic terrorism crisis. National 
security frameworks should integrate 
gendered violence into counterterrorism 
strategies, ensuring that prevention efforts 
address the radicalization of young men, 
extremist recruitment tactics, and online 
networks that encourage violence.

2.	 Strengthen Legal Protections and Reinforce 
Accountability — Laws safeguarding 
reproductive rights, LGBTQ+ protections, 
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and protections against gender-based 
violence must be reinforced and expanded. 
But legal protections mean nothing without 
enforcement. Stronger mechanisms for 
holding perpetrators accountable—whether 
individuals, organizations, or public 
officials—are necessary to combat systemic 
discrimination.

3.	 Disrupt the Radicalization Pipeline for 
Young Men — The normalization of 
misogyny and extremist rhetoric in online 
communities must be directly addressed. 
Social media platforms, gaming spaces, 
and online forums have become breeding 
grounds for far-right recruitment. Policies 
should require tech companies to crack 
down on extremist propaganda, and schools 
should implement programs that teach 
young men to critically engage with harmful 
ideologies before they take root.

4.	 Expand Survivor-Centered Support 
Systems — Comprehensive resources, 
including access to emergency housing, 
financial assistance, legal representation, 
and mental health care, are essential for 
those affected by gender-based violence. 
These supports must be widely available 
and culturally competent to serve the 
diverse needs of survivors.

5.	 Address Economic Inequality as a Form 
of Control — Economic instability is 
often weaponized against women and 
marginalized communities. Policies 
ensuring equal pay, affordable childcare, 
paid leave, and protections against 
workplace discrimination are essential to 
reducing financial dependence that can trap 
individuals in abusive or unsafe situations.

6.	 Counter Extremist Narratives Through 
Education and Media — Extremism grows 
in the absence of critical thinking. Education 
systems must include comprehensive sex 
education, media literacy, and historical 

perspectives on gender-based violence, 
extremism, and discrimination. Promoting 
accurate and inclusive narratives is critical 
in challenging far-right propaganda and 
misinformation.

7.	 Strengthen Community-Based Prevention 
Efforts — Preventing gendered terrorism 
requires action at the local level. 
Community-based initiatives, including 
bystander intervention training, self-
defense programs, and mutual aid networks, 
empower individuals to take proactive steps 
in fostering safer environments.

8.	 Hold Public Officials and Institutions 
Accountable — Political leaders, law 
enforcement agencies, and institutions who 
fail to address gendered violence, or worse, 
contribute to it through harmful policies, 
must face consequences. Civic engagement, 
advocacy, and legal action are crucial tools 
in ensuring accountability.

9.	 Invest in Research and Data Collection 
— Without a deeper understanding of the 
root causes and patterns of gender-based 
violence, solutions remain incomplete. 
Increased funding for research that 
examines the intersections of gender, race, 
class, and extremism can help shape more 
effective policies and interventions.

10.	 Recognize Gendered Terrorism as a 
Global Crisis — The fight against gender-
based violence is not confined to the United 
States. International collaboration, policy 
alignment, and pressure on governments that 
enable oppression are necessary to ensure 
protections for marginalized communities 
worldwide.

These solutions are not simply theoretical, they 
are necessary interventions in a society where 
extremism continues to evolve and threaten 
marginalized communities. The fight against 
domestic terrorism is not only about policy but 
about dismantling the cultural and ideological 
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systems which allow it to flourish. Combating 
radicalization, protecting vulnerable groups, 
and reshaping public discourse are essential 
steps in ensuring future generations do not 
inherit a nation where terror is tolerated. If these 
solutions are ignored, the cycle of violence will 
persist, further embedding domestic terrorism 
into the fabric of American life.

Reigniting Lady Liberty: Forging a Path 
Forward

Terrorism in America has never been just a 
foreign threat, it has always existed within its 
borders, embedded in laws, institutions, and 
cultural violence. Today, it does not hide in 
distant caves but stands on debate stages, sits 
behind legislative desks, and drafts policies 
designed to control, punish, and erase. It is the 
violence in homes, the attacks in the streets, 
the systematic stripping of rights. To call this 
anything less than domestic terrorism is to be 
complicit in its existence.

And yet, the greatest weapon of the oppressor 
is not just violence, it is the lie that resistance 
is futile, that this war cannot be won. However, 
history tells a different story. History does not 
belong to those who build empires of terror. It 
belongs to those who burn them down. The first 
battle is forcing the nation to see terrorism for 
what it is. Gendered violence, anti-LGBTQ+ 
laws, the radicalization of young men into 
extremism—these are not culture wars, they are 
ideological warfare. The refusal to name them 
has allowed them to flourish. That silence ends 
now. Though, naming the crisis is not enough. 
It must be dismantled. Every law stripping 
autonomy must be met with greater resistance. 
The systems radicalizing men into extremism 
must be broken. The institutions enabling hate 
must not be reformed but torn down and rebuilt 
from the ground up. Resistance is not just 
fighting back, it is ensuring there is nothing left 
for oppression to return to.

This is not a call for hope without action, 
because hope alone does not stop violence. 
Hope alone does not dismantle oppression. What 
does, is defiance that does not waver, resistance 
which does not break, and the unshakable truth 
that no regime, no extremist movement, and no 
ideology built on control has ever survived the 
full force of those who refuse to be ruled. History 
has always belonged to those who dared to take 
it. From the suffragists who defied the law, to 
the LGBTQ+ activists who rioted at Stonewall, 
to the civil rights leaders who forced a nation to 
confront its own hypocrisy—progress has never 
been given, only seized. 

Angela Davis once said, “I am no longer 
accepting the things I cannot change. I am 
changing the things I cannot accept.” And so, 
we do. Women have never been given history; 
we have taken it. We have torn it from the hands 
of those who sought to erase us, shattered the 
ceilings meant to contain us, and built something 
stronger in their place. Now, in the face of terror 
designed to silence and subjugate, we do what 
we have always done—we turn fear into fire. 
Let history remember not only the terror that 
was built, but the hands which set it ablaze, the 
voices who roared in its place, and the future 
that rose unchained from its ashes.

The future is not waiting. It is already being 
written.
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