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Due process rights vs. national security
Introduction
Due process is the conduct of legal proceedings following defined rules and principles in a constitutional law framework for the compliance and defense of individual rights.In each case, due process entails the government exercising its powers under the law's permissible and sanctioned limits, as well as general guidelines for the protection of individual rights.On the other hand, national security is the security and defense of a nation-state, including its people, economy, and structures, which are all government responsibility. Initially envisioned as a defense against military attack, national security has expanded to include non-military aspects such as terrorism prevention, crime reduction, economic security, clean energy, environmental protection, food safety, cyber-security, etc. This article will examine the case of Mohammed Khan by the FAA.  Additionally, the essay will discuss the enforcement of due process rights vs. national security in this case.
Question 1
Due process is guaranteed in the United States by the Fifth and 14th amendments to the constitution. A due process clause is in each amendmend, and it forbids the government from taking any action that would deprive an individual of their "life, liberty, or property without due process of law." The due process clause protects individuals in a variety of ways. Individuals' substantive rights such as the right to speak freely and the right to privacy, are protected by substantive due process.Procedural due process protects individuals from being criminally prosecuted without prior warning or an opportunity to be heard(Chemerinsky, 1998).  Both Substantive and procedural due process ensures that individuals get rights of their lives, free rein or property. FAA did not afford Khan his due process and equal protection even after submitting his evidence from himself and other witnesses that he is an upstanding and loyal U.S. citizen, who gave service to his country honorably by flying fighter jets in the First Iraq War. FAA did not have any evidence to back up their argument that Khan was a national security threat. Despite this, they still did not  listen to his testimony.
Question 2
The U.S. constitution's bill of rights, which took effect in December 1791, limits the federal government's powers while also securing the rights of all people, tenants, and visitors on American soil. The Bill of Rights provides freedom of expression, religion, the right to keep and own guns, and the right to petition. It also prohibits unfair search and capture, unlawful punishment, and forced self-incrimination (Amar, 1998). Moreover, it includes a grand jury indictment for any capital offense or notorious crime. It ensures a speedy public trial by an unbiased jury in the jurisdiction where the crime took place and forbids double jeopardy in federal criminal cases. As a result, it was possible to argue that Khan could refute the allegations against him and provide a prove and witness on his behalf according to the constitution bill of rights.
Question 3
FAA did not follow the procedural rules stipulated by laws and agency rules based on the limited details given in this scenario. According to procedural standards, the law should not charge anyone without advance notice or an opportunity to be heard. In this case, the FAA denied Khan the chance to defend himself in a public trial and provide evidence to refute his claims. Besides, the FAA operated outside of its authority by violating the constitution's bill of rights.
Question 4
According to the Fourth Amendment, People have the right “to be safe in their persons, homes, documents, and effects, against warrantless searches(Loewy, 1983).The police's ability to seize and search individuals, their belongings, and their homes is limited by this right not unless there is probable cause, as shown by affidavits, Specifically identifying the search area and the persons or items to seize. To prevent the drawbacks of general warrants, the judge should approve each search or seizure. The government must demonstrate "probable cause"—a high degree of evidence of illegal activity, to justify the search or seizure to obtain a warrant. In this case, FAA plans to perform searches and seizures on Khan's premises should convey a search warranty concerning Khan's allegation of practicing terrorism; otherwise, it will violate the fourth amendments stricture against unreasonable searches seizures.
Question 5
According to article eight of the federal rules of evidence, rule 801(c) describes hearsay as an out-of-court argument used to prove the legitimacy of a claim "‘the assertion can be oral, written, or nonverbal if it is intended as an argument. “Hearsay evidence is not admissible in court unless the statute or regulation expressly states it (Evans, 1973).  As a result, even though a statement is purely gossip, it can still be persuasive.In Khan's case, hearsay testimony would only be admissible if expressly claimed otherwise in law or regulation.
Question 6
The Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) allows the general public to request documents from every government agency. It is often known as the legislation that informs people about their government.It also discloses any necessary data upon request unless it falls in nine exemptions that safeguard interests like individual rights, national defense, and law enforcement ( Pozen,2016). The privacy act also gives residents of the United States access to any data held by government agencies. Also, citizens have the right to copy the data. As a result, if Khan and his representatives file a petition under any of the two acts, they are entitled to copies of Khan's records. 
Question 7
[bookmark: _GoBack]Concerning the scholars who argue that the position of courts in administrative law prohibits administrative agencies from abusing their power if the federal court prevents the misuse of power, the court will possibly overturn the FAA's decision to suspend Mr. Khan's license.The reason is that the court would provide Mr. Khan with due process and equitable individual rights by preventing the misuse of power. In judicial oversight, however, even though the regulatory agency's decision violates due process rights, the court can follow it.In this situation, the federal court is unlikely to overturn the FAA's ruling, and Mr. Khan loses his license and livelihood.
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