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USA Patriot Act and Related Legislation
The denotation of the Act represents an acronym for ‘Uniting and Strengthening America by providing appropriate tools required to intercept and obstruct terrorism' (Stefoff, 2011). The 107th United States Congress set a milestone in the American history by enacting this Statute following the September 11, 2001, bomber incident. The U.S. president then, George Bush signed the Act which became effective as a law to provide Homeland security. Stefoff (2011) explicates that the implementation of this law became effective on October 26th, 2001. The purpose of the Act was to punish acts by the terrorist in the United States and worldwide thus protecting the innocent citizens and improve enforcement of laws against more terror crimes by the intelligence officials. According to the United States (2011), the act had various regulations that gave bodies such as the law enforcement agencies and intelligence officials more powers to deal with terrorism.
The patriot act is also significant in allowing law enforcement to carry out their investigations without the knowledge of the terrorist, thus avoiding the destruction of the evidence by the terrorist, death of the witnesses or even the terrorist escape to other areas. The act has facilitated detection of terrorist plans before they are put in place, thus protecting citizens from incoming terror attacks (British Columbia, 2013). For instance, the government might suspect that a certain terror group is planning to attack the citizens and thus allow law enforcement agencies to start investigations ahead of the attacks. Through this act, national security has improved through preventing future terrorist attacks.
The patriot act facilitated sharing of information among various government agencies such as the police department and the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), thus ensuring terrorist plans are uncovered before they act. Facilitation of communication among these agencies removed the barriers that existed before such as lack of communication and coordination of work aimed at protecting the American people. After the patriot act was enacted, tough penalties for those who committed and supported terror crimes were increased. This would help reduce instances of terror attacks (the United States and Livingston, 2013). Through information sharing among the law enforcement agencies, the better outcome has been noted since these agencies are now able to work together as a team, thus improving national security and protecting American citizens.
Efforts to reduce terrorism have improved since the patriot act was enacted. This is because the FBI agents were given permission to obtain information from business records in cases of national security measures. For instance, the FBI can pursue a suspected business organization deemed to deal with arms with a terrorism motive because the Statute clauses allow this disclosure and surveillance for the purpose of protecting the nation against acts of terrorism. However, many found this as the invasion of individuals’ privacy since there was no evidence of the suspects. However, carrying out an investigation would require that the law enforcement agencies should go through the court in order to be granted permission to carry out these investigations in which they did not since the patriot act was enacted (Stefoff, 2011).
The act also permits intelligence officers and federal agents to keep track of terrorist that are well trained thus avoiding their escape. Notably, the court system is evidently slow in the process of the investigation and therefore, the Act’s provisions ensure the timely pursuit of suspected terrorist activities and alleviate the eminent risks posed by national security. Tracking of the terrorist ensures that there are no transactions that take place between terrorists from other countries (Smith & Hung, 2010). This allows the law enforcement agencies to keep track of the money transfer even internationally, that would enhance fund various terror crimes either in the United States or even worldwide. Through this surveillance, national security against terrorist attacks has been enhanced.

The Societal Implications of the USA Patriot Act
The principal aim of enacting the Decree was to protect the American residents from terror attacks after the September 11th, 2001 terrorist attack on the American financial hub in New York City. The enactment of the Act excluded the legislative procedures which involve public hearings, review by the agency, and judicial examination for the sake of improving national security thus sparked significant controversies since its implementation. Through enacting the patriot act, deep divisions were felt among ethnic groups, political and religious groups, thus raising concerns related to race, ethnicity, gender, age, and religion in relation to law enforcement and security services as discussed below. 
Many Americans have continued to criticise the Act since it became operational because of its somewhat characteristic of being too open to interpretation. Unfortunately, only a few Americans are aware of this Act and its implications to the society. After the Act was enacted, there have been several concerns as to whether it violates the civil liberties of the nation’s citizens. There are so many views regarding the implications of this Act and some believe that the legislation was inappropriate. In the real sense, the first act of the legislation was created to protect the Americans. However, it’s a concern of many that the primary objective of the government in the development of this act was to invade citizens’ privacy. According to Ewing and Doyle (2005), this is viewed as a breach of the public and private organizations to provide information to agents such as Homeland security as intrusive and ignorance of the privacy rights.
The patriot act also faced another criticism. First, the act allowed suspects to be arrested without enough evidence. This was against the law. The act also gave many powers to the president in which if he suspected any enemy to the government, who was believed to be a threat, he/she was arrested and deported which was a violation of human rights. Second, the citizens saw this bill as not necessary since it gave too much power to the authorities who later would mistreat the citizens. For instance, the FBI agents would authorize an operation in a private investigator if they suspected there were any connections with terror attacks without being granted permission by the owners of the organization. 
Another social implication of the Act was that it failed to provide adequate control to those with the powers to ensure that they did not misuse it. For instance, there was a provision passed by the act that those involved in criminal investigations can tap into the suspect's phone records and according to the citizens this was an invasion of an individual's privacy and that it would require an authorization from the court before action (Reams, 2006). Some of those involved with such investigations would take advantage and misuse the authority given to them to protect the innocent American citizens.  
Approval of the patriot act by the Senate affected the lives of both the American citizens and those of the immigrants (Smith & Hung, 2010). For instance, the foreigners who came to seek education, others for jobs and permanent residency are being scrutinized under this act. This has become possible under the new laws infringed by the United States Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) which was given the mandate to even disapprove one's application if they are not eligible. Through these stringent standards imposed by the USCIS, the government can protect the civil rights. Notably, the USCIS violate the provisions of Bill of Rights by performing background checks. The Department of Immigration and Naturalization faced criticism for harassing people of Asian and Arabic descent through inappropriate use of the law. 
Muslim-American communities view the provisions of the PATRIOT Act as a threat to their safety. This is because hundreds of innocent Muslim men were treated much worse than criminals behind the bars even though there was not enough evidence to charge them as guilty (Stefoff, 2011).  There are notable groups that dispute for review and reform of the Statute, for instance, the electronic privacy information center (EPIC) and the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU). ACLU pursuits solely base on the assumption that the government law enforcers will presumably affect the Muslim communities in the united states since they believe that terrorist mostly associated with these communities. Monitoring of communications by the government without any proof is a violation of Americans basic rights. This battle of EPIC still continuous though it has not been successful yet. EPIC believes that there should not be any unlawful investigations happening without the knowledge of the parties involved in the investigation. 
Through these events, the citizens viewed the patriot act as not protective of human rights. Instead, the society viewed this act as one that did not protect them. The people considered the constitution as much protective since it offered freedom to the rights of people from different races and religious background compared to the patriot act (Ewing &Doyle, 2005). Different organizations have also criticised the president's policies which were put in place in the name of countering terrorism. After the law was enacted, people felt that this law was threatening the civil liberties of those residing in the United States. However, through the provisions of this act, terror attacks have been fought thus improving national security.
The Impact of USA Patriot Act on Technology and Globalization
	The former U.S president, Bush, in 2001 authorised the Bill and its enforcement extended by President Obama in the year 2001. These concerns revolve around the impact of technology and globalization on the balance of individual rights against public safety. The U.S surveillance and anti-terrorists’ laws show a significant impact on the nation’s corporations to compete effectively in the global market. This has made the ability of various companies to not compete in the global market due to fear that the U.S government might end up closing their companies in the name of countering terrorist attacks.
The investors view the law as an unfortunate act to the violation of human rights, and this has consequently contributed to a negative outcome on the U.S economy. The economy is threatened in such a way that most organizations fear of using cloud technology since they might be suspected of the terrorist (the United States and Livingston, 2013). With this fear, people were not being involved with cloud computing for storage and processing power and are using physical servers and local storage instead of the cloud computing which is much easier. Today cloud computing in the U.S is gaining much popularity and the demand for its use is increasing and by 2020 the company will have gained 241 billion.
	The patriot act has also been blamed for the slow growth of the cloud computing technology which would have contributed to positive results in the global marketplace. Cloud computing is a good opportunity for the U.S information technology organizations which are creating job opportunities for youths who are jobless. The invasion of data in the cloud by the U.S government in the name of preventing terrorist attacks has made people avoid using the technology with an assumption of privacy intrusion, making sharing of information to the other organizations a difficult ordeal. During the reign of Obama as the president, he tried to limit the damage made during the reign of President George W. Bush by reassuring foreign investors and clients to engage in IT services.
	The purpose of the patriot act was to prevent the financing of the terrorist, money laundering and uncover those who were involved in the act of unlawful transactions which later brought problems to adoption of new technologies in the U.S. Through this act, people thought that they were putting their data at risk because privacy measures had not been kept in place, thus putting customers to risk management. There are gaps that require being implemented so that encryption of customers’ data is enhanced preventing putting the customer’s data at risk. Online business transactions have not been going through as it is required due to the perceptions that the information can be accessed or spied by the government (Smith & Hung, 2010).
The Influence of Domestic and International Terrorism in Relation to Government Agencies and Private Security 
	The 2001 terrorist attack yielded death of approximately 3000 people as the radicals seized four planes, among which, two of them were directed to the tower of the World Trade Centre. Additionally, one plane was flown to the Pentagon (located in Washington DC) and finally, the last plane targeting New York crashed in Pennsylvania (British Columbia, 2013). The Patriot Act, under section 802, redefined terrorism to cover even the domestic terrorism which is almost similar to international terrorism. Domestic terrorism was defined as when someone commits acts that are dangerous to human life and these acts are against human rights such as mass destruction of properties, extrajudicial killings or even kidnap of women and children.
Most of the domestic and international terror attacks have reduced drastically by a significant percentage since the enactment of the Patriot Act. This is because government agencies that provide security to U.S citizens such as the FBI have been able to act through the powers given to them by the patriot act. The public security sectors have also been provided with the authority also to carry investigations regarding issues of crime and drug trafficking. Through the patriot act, surveillance against crimes of terror has become possible preventing mail and passport fraud.
Conclusion
	Though the patriot act has faced several challenges such as lack of approval by the general public and foreign investors, it has helped in curbing most of the terror attacks. Notably, the provisions of the Patriot Law permit security and intelligence agencies to freely conduct their investigations and surveillance. The U.S government should look for ways to encrypt data so that foreign investors can partner with other investors from the U.S without fear of governmental privacy invasion.
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