
Patriot Act – Fish Bowl – Personal freedom v. Physical  Security

Through out the course of history governments have taken it upon themselves to infringe upon the civil liberties of its citizens in an attempt to protect the country from internal and external forces.  Civil libertarians have responded by describing such activities as an abuse of power by elected officials or tyrants, while others have accepted such actions as justifiable – for without such security, the country would be at great risk. “The danger that darkened the United States of America and the civilized world on September 11 did not pass with the atrocities that were committed that day”. John Ashcroft, US Attorney General.  
QUESTION: Is the USA Patriot Act Constitutional? 
Questions to consider:

1. Does the Act give the government the necessary tools to combat terrorism and thereby protect the lives of Americans?

2. Does it include unwarranted incursions on the individual rights? i.e. allowing government officials to examine medical, financial and educational records on the basis of a minimal standard of suspicion.
3. Should habeas corpus be suspended, detaining individuals for short periods without tangible evidence of wrongdoing?

4. Has previous administrations established a precedent (i.e. Lincoln, Wilson, FDR) that gives the current administration an executive foundation to “take care” of the union?

5. Does the Smith Act’s provisions relate to the Patriot Act’s provisions? 

6. Has a “clear and present danger” been established, provoking provisions of  Schenck v. the United States?
7. Does the Patriot Act make you more or less secure, or make you feel more or less secure?

8. How does one define one’s security? 
9. Does one worry about being a terrorist target and what measures should the government take to protect its citizens?

10. Does one worry about one’s rights be infringed upon by the government? Has government abused its citizens’ rights before without just cause?

11. Would you have the same opinion or your religion or ethnicity was different than it is?

12. Should domestic surveillance be increased ( especially by the CIA)? Should there be a distinction between citizens and non-itizens?
13. Are those who oppose the Patriot Act supporting terrorists? 

14. Should one possess a national ID card? 

15. Does the Patriot Act set a dangerous precedent that will be very difficult to rescind for future generations?

16.  Is a reduction in of America’s constitutional protections a moral victory for terrorists?
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