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The post discusses the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA) court, which takes secret actions in assessing and taking steps on foreign spies. There is a belief that the FISA court’s proceedings are right as it allowed authorities to legally get footage of individuals they wanted to gather information about and also because the people taking the footages have to seek permission and give reasons. In the end, it is clear that though the topic is controversial, FISA court activities should continue to create a proper process to be able to obtain access to surveillance of certain people justifiably. Even though the post outlines strong points for the retention of the FISA court, I feel that some changes are necessary. 
The primary role of the court defined in 1978 has changed, where more mandates have been given. For example, the recent Act's amendments give the government more chances of conducting mass surveillance. The expansion has led to negative impacts, as most of the actions taken are not justified.  Considering that it is only the administration that gives orders regarding surveillance, there ought to be boundaries so that the actual intent of the court is exercised. Moreover, since this is a sensitive sector, I suggest that the decision-making process should involve other parties for efficiency.  
Changes are also needed to ensure that the activities involved do not harm people. The public's view is least collected, which has led to the suffering of many people as the government exercises its powers. For example, section 215 allows the court to access American's phone numbers and investigate. The action would open chances for hacking and other activities that harm the people. Therefore, I agree that the FISA court should be retained, but the above changes should be done for efficiency. At the moment, the limitations of the court are more than benefits, because the original role of the court is not ensured. It is the role of the government and the other parties involved to develop reliable strategies in ensuring that the court benefits the people. 
