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Signed into law on October 26, 2001, by President George W. Bush, the Patriot Act was established in response to the September 11 attacks. Despite the support the Act got due to the impact it would have in improving not only the security of critical infrastructure but also the country’s citizens, it was faced with opposition (Combs, 2017). The opposition the Act faced is due to the impact it has on infringing the right of immigrants by granting indefinite detention of immigrants suspected of terror acts (Combs, 2017). In addition to this, the law makes it possible for law enforcers such as the Federal Bureau of Investigation to search the financial records, telephone, emails, and business premises of suspected persons without a court order (Combs, 2017). Given some of the controversial policies within the law that have been termed as unconstitutional, the Act has faced numerous legal challenges that have resulted in some amendments.
An evaluation of the impact the September 11 attacks had on the United States reveals the significance of the Patriot Act. The implementation of this act has had a substantial impact on protecting infrastructure by curbing domestic terrorism (Combs, 2017). Even though there already existed departments tasked with protecting the country against domestic terrorism, the implementation of the Patriot Act resulted in the precautionary measures being taken to counter domestic terrorism (Combs, 2017). The signing of this law resulted in more funding to screening for terror activities, a department that is run by the Federal Bureau of Investigations (FBI) (Combs, 2017). The military is also tasked with aiding the FBI in special instances such as those that involve the destruction of weapons of mass destruction under the mandate of the Attorney General.
Even though the Patriot Act has had a significant impact on protecting Americans from domestic terrorism, the fact that it came under serious criticism resulted in the elimination of some of its policies. However, the implementation of the USA Freedom Act has had a substantial impact on reinstating of some of the Patriot Act that had been put to an end. Despite the enactment of some of the Patriot Act policies that had been eliminated into the USA Freedom Act, it is important to note that they have been modified. Their modification has been to eliminate the controversy that surrounded them resulting in them being dismantled.  Despite the USA Freedom Act having been meant to be an improved version of the Patriot Act whereby it takes into account numerous constitutional rights that had been overlooked by the Patriot Act, it has also come under significant criticism.
The criticism the Act faces is attributed to critics who argue that the bill authorizes the bulk collection of data by various service providers in the country. The data collected is then allegedly made accessible to the National Security Agency (NSA) (Combs, 2017). In spite of the significant criticism these two laws have faced, it is inevitable to note that they are safeguarding American infrastructure and its people’s safety (Combs, 2017). The need to come up with policies that safeguard a country from terrorism is essential given its negative impacts. An analysis of the September 11 attack provides a good example of such a scenario given the impact it had on the country’s economy (Combs, 2017). The attack resulted in billions of losses to insurance company losses, numerous flights were grounded, and tourism was affected following a 40% decline in hotel occupancy that resulted in the laying off of thousands of employees (Combs, 2017). Based on the magnitude the attack had on the country, it is inevitable to note despite how controversial some of these policies may be; they play a significant role in enhancing sustainability. Their impact is evident in the fact that there has not been an attack such as the 2001 September attack on US soil.
While the Patriot Act and the USA Freedom Act are among the most recent policies that have been adopted to deal with domestic terrorism, the Palmer article provides a detailed account of earlier attempts. Alexander Mitchell Palmer made significant progress in coming up with measures aimed at dealing the suspected communists (Goldstein, 2016). The need to survey suspected communists was influenced by numerous bombing that had occurred throughout the country and was suspected to have been pioneered by immigrant anarchist groups (Goldstein, 2016). In addition to this, Palmer personal experience whereby he had survived a targeted bomb attack influenced his efforts towards improving national security (Goldstein, 2016). Despite him being passionate about dealing with radicals and their various organizations, his zeal was also part of his political agenda since he had presidential ambitions.
Even though Palmer fight against radical groups was constantly challenged since some of his tactics were somewhat constitutional, it is inevitable to note that he made significant progress in improving national security. During his time, an estimated 10,000 immigrants who were suspected to be part of radical groups were deported (Goldstein, 2016). Despite the fact that some of the policies aimed at improving national security may be controversial, it is indisputable that they are necessary (Goldstein, 2016). Marinating national security from domestic and internal attacks that may cause damage to infrastructure and life is a task that should be maintained at all times by eliminating legal technicalities that may protect terrorists.
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