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Critical Review 1

How the Anti-terrorism Bill Puts CIA Back in the Business of Spying on Americans (The American Civil Liberties Union, 2001)
The USA Patriot Act gave government agencies such as the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) and the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) new authority to conduct unwarranted surveillance of Americans.  The American Civil Liberties Union pointed to past practices by the Central Intelligence Agency in what was described as shameful chapters in recent history.  The American Civil Liberties Union described what they consider to have been illegal investigations, conducted on Americans in the mid 1970s, as to the reason why the Patriot Act is bad law (The American Civil Liberties Union, 2001a).  

It claimed that in a program known as Operation Chaos, the CIA illegally investigated as many as 7000 American citizens during the Vietnam era.  Operation Chaos devoted itself to the investigation of anti-war activists and so called Black Nationalists.  During Operation Chaos, the CIA, FBI, and the National Security Agency were involved in a far-reaching information-sharing program.  The CIA received in excess of 1000 reports a month in reference to American citizens thought to be involved in the anti-war and/or Black Nationalist’s movement.  This information concerning these investigative activities came to light during the Church Committee hearings that looked into covert investigative activities directed towards American citizens (The American Civil Liberties Union, 2001a). 

The literature’s relationship, in portion, to the USA Patriot Act 115 STAT. 272 PUBLIC LAW 107–56—OCT. 26, 2001, was as follows and can be found in Section 207 of this law: SEC. 207. DURATION OF FISA SURVEILLANCE OF NON-UNITED STATES PERSONS WHO ARE AGENTS OF A FOREIGN POWER.
This literature was relevant to this study for the following reasons:

1. It presented an opinion regarding the potential unlawful application of the USA Patriot Act concerning the unlawful surveillance of Americans.  The ACLU based its beliefs on past abuses of power and authority.

2. It was important from a public policy standpoint that leaders of government agencies charged with the responsibility of enforcing the USA Patriot Act are aware of those people living in the United States and in turn how those people may react to the enforcement of the USA Patriot Act. 

3. Being mindful of this, this literature was initially presented as a way of making the public aware of past abuses of power and the potential of the abuse of the USA Patriot Act.

4. Although this did not directly reflect the perceptions of ordinary people concerning the USA Patriot Act, which might be considered a gap in the literature as it related to the research questions, it did, however, serve to inform and thereby potentially shape the perceptions of those who have read the literature.   
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The Patriot Act without Tears (McCarthy, 2004) 

McCarthy (2004) argued in favor of the law and discussed its value in preventing acts of terrorism by attacking the capability of terrorists to finance their operations.  The prosecution of Sheik Omar Abdel Rahman and his co-conspirators in relation with the 1993 bombing of the World Trade Center in New York City was led by McCarthy, who argued that the Patriot Act has served to put a stop to acts of terrorism.  McCarthy ended his article by saying, “It is remarkable that elected officials would have any priority other than making the Patriot Act permanent” (McCarthy, 2004, p. 35).

McCarthy (2004) discussed what he believed was one of the key contributors to 9/11 and that was the wall created within and between agencies which prohibited the sharing of crucial investigative information.  He went on to discuss that this wall is not required by law but was the result of a fear on the part of Justice Department lawyers that the government otherwise might be accused of using its intelligence-eavesdropping authority to put together criminal cases.  

McCarthy (2004) spoke about the world having changed by October 2001, and the passing of the USA Patriot Act with the huge support of Congress: 357-66 in the House and 98-1 in the Senate.  He discussed the misrepresentation of the law by a coalition of anti-Bush leftists as well as libertarian extremists.  McCarthy’s opinion was that the USA Patriot is anything but an attack on the Bill of Rights and that the law is just a revamping of outdated counter-terrorism tactics.  He contended that the only obvious defect to the USA Patriot Act is its acronym, which is short for The Uniting and 

Strengthening America by Providing Appropriate Tools to Intercept and Obstruct Terrorism Act of 2001.  He believed that after one gets past the title, the USA Patriot Act is crucial to America’s national safety interests.    

The literature’s relationship, in portion, to the USA Patriot Act 115 STAT. 272 PUBLIC LAW 107–56—OCT. 26, 2001, was as follows and can be found in Section 203 of this law: 18 USC app. SEC. 203. AUTHORITY TO SHARE CRIMINAL INVESTIGATIVE INFORMATION.
This literature was relevant to this study for the following reasons:

1. Like the previous literature, this literature presented an opinion regarding the importance of communication, which appeared to be a developing common theme in this study.  McCarthy (2004) believed that the USA Patriot Act has removed the wall that once stood as both an internal and exterior barrier.

2. It was important, from a public policy standpoint, to maintain strategic communication by those government agencies charged with the responsibility of protecting the public.  McCarthy (2004) believed that those responsible should make the USA Patriot Act permanent.

3. This literature was initially presented by McCarthy as a way to recommend public policy change in the area of national preparedness by encouraging legislators to make the USA Patriot permanent.  

4. Although this did not directly reflect the perceptions of ordinary people concerning the USA Patriot Act, which might be considered a gap in the literature as it related to the research questions, it did, however, serve to inform and thereby potentially shape the perceptions of those who have read the literature.
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Islamic Terrorist Financing and the Patriot Act (Maher, 2006) 
Maher (2006) used a qualitative methodology as she examined and reviewed archival documents, scholarly journals, various topical books, and government reports concerning laws currently in place to reduce Islamic terrorist financing.  The main focal point of her research was the USA Patriot Act and its effect on terrorism.  She pointed to the literature supporting the fact that Islamic terrorist groups use a variety of means to finance terrorist activities.  Some of the means she described include criminal activities, personal financiers, front companies, personal couriers, off-shore banking, as well as Islamic charities and mosques.  Her research provided an appraisal of the United States policies used for investigating terrorist financing activities.  

Maher (2006) believed that the literature supports the USA Patriot Act as having contributed to law enforcement’s ability to effectively investigate terrorist financing.  She discussed that the USA Patriot Act in combination with other laws and regulations has successfully assisted law enforcement in the freezing and seizing of terrorist assets, thereby reducing the ability of terrorists to conduct their operations.  According to Maher, the USA Patriot Act has effectively armed law enforcement with the needed tools to combat terrorism.  However, she did point to the added burden on our financial institutions by increasing the reporting requirements concerning suspicious financial transactions.

Maher (2006) concluded that the USA Patriot Act has enhanced the communication between intelligence and law enforcement groups at all levels.  She believed that the literature supports that the United States has had several successful investigations concerning terrorist financing and pointed to a conglomerate of laws, which includes the USA Patriot Act as having contributed to the success of these investigations.  

The literature’s relationship, in part, to the USA Patriot Act 115 STAT. 272 PUBLIC LAW 107–56—OCT. 26, 2001 was as follows and can be found in Section 311 of this law:  SEC. 311. SPECIAL MEASURES FOR JURISDICTIONS, FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS, OR INTERNATIONAL TRANSACTIONS OF PRIMARY MONEY LAUNDERING CONCERN.
This literature was relevant to this study for the following reasons:

1. Maher (2006) believed that the literature supports the USA Patriot Act as having contributed to law enforcement’s ability to successfully investigate terrorist financing.  She discussed that the USA Patriot Act, in combination with other laws and regulations, has successfully assisted law enforcement in the freezing and seizing of terrorist assets, thereby reducing the ability of terrorists to conduct their operations.

2. From a public policy standpoint the moral and ethical application of the USA Patriot Act can have extreme consequences for the public at large, especially from a civil liberties standpoint, and potentially impact citizens from a financial standpoint.  Once again, it is leadership that bares the important responsibility to apply the law without bias.

3. This literature, initially presented by Maher (2006), pointed to the USA Patriot Act as a means to combat the flow of money and support to terrorist operations.

4. Although this did not directly reflect the perceptions of ordinary people concerning the USA Patriot Act, which might be considered a gap in the literature as it related to the research questions, it did, however, serve to inform the reader and thereby potentially shape the perceptions of those who have read the literature.
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METHODOLOGY
As described in the Introduction, the purpose of this study was to discover the perceptions of ordinary people concerning the USA Patriot Act in regard to its effectiveness as well as its impact on civil liberties in the United States of America.  The Introduction also included a description of the research problem, and the research questions.

In addition, a preview of relevant literature related directly to the two major research questions used in this research which are: (1) whether the USA Patriot Act increased or decreased the threat of terrorism in the United States, and (2) whether the USA Patriot Act has damaged or enhanced civil rights.  Both of these questions have been studied extensively as to the effectiveness of the USA Patriot Act and its effect on civil liberties in other research projects and have been the subject of scholarly writings by experts in the fields of terrorism and civil liberties.  However, very little has been done in regard to researching the perceptions of ordinary people who reside in the United States of America. 

Utilizing the theoretical constructs of the reviewed literature and the opinions of experts in the fields of terrorism and civil liberties, this study examined the perceptions of ordinary people residing in the United States of America.  

This is an important public policy issue, and leaders need to consider the opinions of ordinary people as well as the impact of this law on ordinary people living in the United States.  It is for these reasons that this research is significant, and the opinions and perceptions of ordinary people should be taken into account by those who influence and control public policy.  

This study addressed two research questions: 

Question 1: Has the USA Patriot Act, as perceived by ordinary people who reside in the United States, increased or decreased the threat of terrorism in the United States?
Question 2: Has the USA Patriot Act, as perceived by ordinary people who reside in the United States, damaged or enhanced civil rights in the United States?
The research questions also addressed the basis for a critical literature review methodology regarding ordinary people’s perceptions concerning the USA Patriot Act.  The purpose of this is to describe the methodology used in this research.  Included in this research is a description of the research design, limitations, analysis, purpose of the study, and the research questions.
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