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To What Extent Has the Patriot Act Compromised  

American and Foreign Freedom for More Security? 
 

 
This paper analyzes various perspectives of a political lens, including legal and security perspectives 

all in regards to the Patriot Act with local and global importance. 

 
Basic Information 
 

The Patriot Act is a U.S. law passed shortly after the terrorist attacks to the United States on September 11, 

200l.The full name is Uniting and Strengthening America by Providing Appropriate Tools Required to Intercept and  

Obstruct Terrorism. It was created to combat terrorism, increase domestic security, as well as to increase the powers of 

law-enforcement bodies to help identify and stop terrorism, (Grabianowski, 2007)i. This law has seen increased 

controversy  and revisions since its instatement about one month after the terrorist attacks on 9/11. (Abramson, Godoy, 

2006)ii. Created under the Bush administration, the Patriot Act has seen recent revisions under the Obama 

administration  in mid-2011, (ACLU)iii 

 
 
Legal Perspective 

 
Legal Issues 
 

From a legal standpoint, the Patriot Act is constantly questioned on whether or not some of the provisions that 

have been included jeopardize or compromise American and foreign freedom for more security. Some of these 

provisions include a sort of "gag order" that forbids people who have received National Security Letters or NSL's from 

telling anyone about it. In the court case, Doe and ACLU v. Ashcroft et al., No. 04-CIV-2614,  the American 

Civil Liberties Union or ACLU filed a lawsuit listening to gag-order laws by National Security Levels.   

They then realized that there were similar provisions under the Patriot Act, and went to court to fight to 

remove that provision. The judge agreed with ACLU, and in 2008 stated that: 
 

"Judge Victor Marrero of the Southern District of New York struck down Section 505 of the law 

on the grounds that it violates f ree  speech rights under the First Amendment as well as the right to be free 
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from unreasonable searches under the Fourth Amendment."(ACLU Court Case)” vii 

The provision was later struck down, after much controversy and arguments from the 

government. The judge sided with ACLU, and therefore gag-orders are no longer constitutional. National 

Security Letters are still being ordered frequently. From 2003 to 2006, the FBI issued 192,499 National 

Security Letters and out of those, only one led to a ''terrorism-related conviction,"{ACLU Graphic) viii. 

Seeing as though there was a previously a provision in the Patriot Act that made it legal to forbid 

people who received NSLs from telling anyone, the Act can be questioned on whether or not there are other unlawful 
provisions that made jeopardize Americans rights. The First Amendment, for example, 

 
states that Americans are "The right to freedom of speech allows individuals to express themselves 

without interference or constraint by the government." This right and others can possibly be jeopardized 

by the Patriot Act without the knowledge of American citizens. 

Security Perspective (with local and global perspectives) 
 

Regional/Local Perspective 
 

Several other provisions are in place in the Patriot Act that some may say limit personal freedom 

on a local or US soil scale from a political standpoint. In a  recent revision to the Patriot Act in 2011, 

President Obama renewed the portion of the Patriot Act about wiretapping, in which: 

Section 206 of the Patriot Act, also known as "roving John Doe wiretap"  provision, permits the 

government to obtain intelligence surveillance orders that identify neither the person nor the  facility to be 

tapped This provision is contrary to traditional notions o[search and seizure, which require government 

to state with particularity what it seeks to search or seize. (ACLU, 2011) ix 
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Although there is much controversy on the specifics and whether or not wiretapping is 

unconstitutional, the provision was extended until the end of2013, meaning that American security can 

possible be compromised until the end of the year as wiretapping has not been deemed unconstitutional in 

court to date. There are also specific state laws that restrict or demand certain factors of wiretapping, such 

as the fact that in some states only one party needs to know about the wiretap, while in others, both parties 

are required to know, (MSI Detective Services) Also according to that state, Florida requires that all 

parties know about the wiretap, however not all states have the same law, challenging  views on a local 
 
scale.  

That means that if someone was a resident of Florida, yet was talking to someone who lived in   
 

Hawaii, the person in Hawaii could technically legally wiretap while the person in Florida would have to  . 

notify all parties. This shows that while the Patriot Act states that wiretapping  is legal, state law varies, 

showing a regional perspective as I live in Florida. 
 

Foreign Perspective 
 

Additionally, Obama also extended the "Lone-Wolf Provision", which states that: 
 

"It also would continue the authority to conduct secret surveillance of "lone wolf' terrorism 

suspects who are not Americans. These are alleged terrorists who don't operate as part of al Qaeda or 

other terrorist groups." (National Security Zone, 2011) xi 

This Lone Wolf provision is extended to Europe. "Europeans are becoming outraged over the US 

using the Patriot Act for worldwide spying," (RT Question More).xii Due to the Patriot Act, "Researchers 

from the University of Amsterdam in the Netherlands have condemned the United States for allowing the 

controversial Patriot Act to bypass foreign laws and let Americans intercept data from persons 

internationally. " (RT Question More).xiii 

 
They have banned Americans interpreting data from their university because they feel as though 

it is a breach to their security. Americans however have stated that it is lawful for us to wiretap people, 

without even showing that the person or group of people is part of a terrorist organization. Therefore, the 



Student Sample 6   
 

 

Therefore, the US is breaking privacy laws held in foreign countries, creating a clash of privacy 

statements, causing global awareness.  

Based on the evidence, foreign countries, specifically the Netherlands, are enraged at the 

US for taking no regard to their own privacy rules. Which rule would supersede is the question, 

as there are no laws that states that one privacy law in once country is more powerful or relevant 

than in another. The Patriot Act can lead to tension between governments for breach of security, 

and may cause warfare or unrest; therefore, it is necessary that on a local and global level, 

measures be put in place as a collective to international rules so that countries don’t become 

angered at one another, and so states do not have one rule superseding the other in terms of 

wiretapping. 

 

Conclusion/ Addressing the Issue 
 

 
 

Overall, The Patriot Act is a document that addresses several aspects from a political lens, 

including legal and security issues with international and local relevance. The Patriot Act is a 

very secure and private document and although secretive, does not yet compromise American 

freedom as no recent accounts have shown a legal compromise. With regards to international 

freedom, the US can be said to compromise international freedom according to other countries, 

such as the Netherlands. Therefore, by creating a document that lists procedures for wiretapping 

accepted by all countries, this problem of compromising foreign freedom can be resolved. 

 
WORD COUNT: 1198 
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4 March2013 
 

 
Personal Reflection Paper 

 

 
Group Dynamics (Strengths and Weaknesses) 

 

 
I feel as though our group excelled in this task. Rather than butting heads and getting 

angry if our idea was not chosen, my group worked in unison with one another. We quickly 

learned that compromising was the key to our success. I do not feel as though the group project 

includes more of my work than others, or more of others than mine. I feel like as a collective we 

were able to effectively piece our project together, so that we could ensure that the overall 

question was addressed, and each perspective was thoroughly explained through our research. 

 

Seeing as though our group was the only one with four members rather than three, I feel 

like we were at an advantage and a disadvantage. Although we were able to cover even more 

perspectives, we had to do so in a smaller amount of words, which was challenging. Rather than 

being able to give background information, I had to dive in to the topic and get straight to the 

point, as there was no room for fluff. 

 
Choosing a Question/Perspectives 

 

 
As a group, we researched various topics and ended up choosing the Patriot Act. It was 

an interesting topic that clearly had local and global relevance, and was something none of us 
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Initial Belief vs. Final Belief 
 

 
Before fully researching, my teacher asked each of us to write out our individual thoughts 

about our topics. I wrote that the Patriot Act could not possibly compromise  American and foreign 

rights seeing as though it is a public document and would not have been passed had there been 

information that challenged people's rights locally or internationally. To my shock, I did indeed 

find several portions of the Patriot Act that had compromised American and foreign freedom. 

Whether small or big, the document was slowly chipping away at Americans' rights. Realizing 

this important discovery has helped me open my eyes and keep an ear out for when the Patriot Act 

is revised so that I can see whether or not the Patriot Act has continued to 

compromise freedom. 
 

 
Final Thoughts 

 

 
I felt like even though my group was made up of people of varying backgrounds and 

personalities, we were all able to come together and research a very interesting topic, which had 

to relate to our freedom as we grew older. I enjoyed the task of working with my group members 

and being able to combine my thoughts with others to create an intelligent and factual research 

paper as a collective. The final way of addressing the issue of the Patriot Act compromising 

American and foreign freedom is most definitely accomplishable and will help the government 

gain a better understanding of some ways that the Patriot Act has taken rights away from citizens 

as well as non-citizens. Therefore, it is global and local, and will hopefully prove to be 

beneficial, so that law makers can revise the document and make sure that American and foreign 

rights are kept secure and that they are not compromised for more security. 
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