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Political Crime and Terrorism – Snowden Was Justified Debate

The US Department of Labor, US Securities and Exchange Commission, and numerous other public and private entities have programs to assist whistle-blowers safely expose illegal and dishonest acts.  Despite this, whistle-blowers are loved and hated.  While some view whistle-blowers as brave individuals that stand up to corruption, others see them as traders.  

In this activity you will watch a debate surrounding one of the most hated and loved whistle-blowers in recent US History: Edward Snowden.  The debate contains is between experts, including a former Director of the CIA and a former pentagon whistle-blower.  After watching the debate, respond to the questions below.  The debate will last 1 hour 45 minutes.  Please plan your time accordingly.  Below are several links that can be used to watch the debate.  YOU WILL BE REQUIRED TO RESPOND TO QUESTIONS BOTH BEFORE AND AFTER WATCHING THE DEBATE.

Debate Links:
http://intelligencesquaredus.org/debates/past-debates/item/1017-snowden-was-justified

http://libproxy.cnm.edu:8080/login?url=http://digital.films.com.libproxy.cnm.edu:8080/PortalPlaylists.aspx?aid=5566&xtid=58360

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jtNzubhF12M



	Box A:   BEFORE WATCHING DO DEBATE: 
   Do you believe Edward Snowden was justified in his action of leaking classified documents? Why or why not?
I think Edward Snowden was justified because as a free country, the United States citizens had a right to know to what extent was their privacy being invaded and why. Surveillance on civilians should be deemed unconstitutional because it undermines the citizens’ rights to privacy. 




	Box B:   Who is Ben Wizner?  Provide a summary of the arguments he presented.
Ben Wizner is the lead attorney to Edward Snowden and a radical advocate of civil liberties and individual rights.

His arguments are that technologies have outpaced democratic controls and propagated illegal surveillance from government agencies thereby thwarting democratic liberations and initiating authoritarian governance.
According to him, Edward Snowden’s move to leak classified documents was justified in that, if he had gone through the system, like many opponents suggested, the matter would not have been handled as effectively as it had, after the first news report. Ben Wizner says that the heated debates that were ongoing, and the rampant reevaluation of all the three arms of the government were solely due to the effects of an informed public. The system had lacked in its oversight duties and it took one brave Edward to inform the people and consequentially keeping the government on toes.



	Box C:    Who is James Woosley?  Provide a summary of the arguments he presented.
James Woolsey is a former director of the Central Intelligence Agency and a great criticizer of democratic prosecution of terrorists. He is the chairman of Foundation for Defense of Democracies.

His argument focuses on the adverse consequences of making public restricted or confidential information. According to him, the public means everybody and that does not exclude enemies to the United States. When Edward leaked the information, he was incapable of selecting the nice groups to which the information was essential and therefore was failing in his obligation to protect the United States from both its domestic and international enemies. Before the release of the information, the NSA had made progress in secretly penetrating the cyber security systems of terrorist groups and other cyber criminals from countries such as China. That progress was crushed by Edward Snowden’s unjustifiable actions of leaking secrets to the enemies. Generally, Edward caused a high-level security breach to the American people.



	Box D:   Who is Daniel Ellsberg?  Provide a summary of the arguments he presented.
Daniel Ellsberg is a former military analyst in the Rand corporation and a Pentagon Paper whistleblower. He is well known for exposing the U.S government discrepancies during the Vietnam war.

His arguments are based on the fact that Edward Snowden was not the first person to reveal American secrets to the American public. According to him, the people who suggest that Edward needs to be tried for treason and therefore hanged to death tend to suggest that that he has given American government secrets to American enemies. However, Daniel says with confidence that he was certain Edward released these documents with rigorous considerations not from him alone, but in cooperation with high level trusted journalists and attorneys. Thus, whatever was released to the public was that which mattered to the American citizens and not to American enemies. However, he states that he admires Edward’s spirit as it reminds him of his spirit when he was releasing the Pentagon Papers. He was ready to die to uphold the American constitution whose foundations are made on the pillars of democracy. 






	Box E:    Who is Andrew C. McCarthy?  Provide a summary of the arguments he presented.
Andrew McCarthy is a former assistant attorney and a lead in the prosecution of Omar Abdel Rahman concerning the 9/11 attacks. In an earlier debate, he argued for “better domestic surveillance than another 9/11”.

His arguments are that the American people are not bothered by government surveillance so long as the surveillance ensures national security. They are bothered by so much power being imposed on one person, a person who can decide what secrets they need to know and which ones they don’t, a person who holds confidential documents containing American citizens’ private information. According to him, during the previous debate, in which he supported domestic surveillance, the audience were concerned that George Bush had been given so much power and he was glad that over the years, the president’s power had been reduced and making most of his decisions dependent on the judiciary and the Congress. On this debate, he was concerned that power had now shifted again to one person: one Edward Snowden who violated his oath and now is in control of America’s secret information and decides what to do with it whenever it suits him.




	Box F:      Each side of the debate has some valid points to make.  List and explain no less than two points made by the “for” side (Daniel Ellseberg and Ben Wizner) that you believe are the strongest?

1. The public needs to know what information the government hold for them and to what extent the surveillance goes.
2. Edward Snowden’s information had so far not brought in evidence that he had betrayed his country. He had only revealed information that was crucial to the American people.




	Box G:  Each side of the debate has some valid points to make.  List and explain no less than two points made by the “against” side (Andrew C McCarthy and James Woolsey) that you believe are the strongest?

1. As a matter of security, since Edward’s information may be exposed to the enemies’ analysts, who might eventually find a breach in the American systems, it was unwise to release the documents through the media.

2. Edward Snowden may be playing his cards since being on possession of highly classified information gives him a lot of power. As he is currently in Russia, the government of the United States may be uncertain about the kind of information the Russians, or even the Chinese, have taken out of him.



	Box H:  Has your opinion changed since answer the question in Box A?  Why or why hasn’t it changed?  Having now watched the debate, provide and justify your opinion.  

My opinion is conflicted. First, I think that Edward Snowden did a right thing by ensuring that government agencies are thoroughly scrutinized and evaluated by the arms of the governments on whose benches oversight roles have been bestowed. However, considering the fact that information can be analyzed using sophisticated systems to understand its meaning, I wonder whether America is in danger of future terror attacks.
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