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  Rhetoric of Terror Used to Cow Masses
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assault any individual that displeases the 
current administration, whether they are 
connected with terror groups or not.
   The physics of the DSEA are hidden 
beneath a garbled ocean of legal terminology 
and obtuse sentence construction. 
       It is a long document, and tackles such 
sticky issues as what defi nes a terrorist; 
how that term can be broadened to include 
American citizens who perform, knowingly 
or unknowingly, legal activities for any 
institution with proven terrorist ties; and the 
increased authority of the government to 
snoop into the lives of its citizens without 
proof or even reasonable suspicion. 
   The most dramatic purpose of the 
document, consequently, is to augment the 
many and unconstitutional ways through 
which the Administration may access 
and gather information in the interest of 
uncovering terrorists: the document’s real 
call is to strengthen the infamous Section 215 
of Bush’s PATRIOT act.      
    The list of ways through which this  
manuscript robs citizens of their rights 
is startling. A press release issued by the 
American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) 
entitled “What is Section 215” details the 
more spectacular examples, reprinted here:

*  Section 215 allows the FBI 
to order any person or entity to turn 
over “any tangible things,” so long 
as the FBI ‘specifi es’ that the order 
is “for an authorized investigation 
. . . to protect against international 
terrorism or clandestine intelligence 

activities.”

 Section 215 vastly expands the 
FBI’s power to spy on ordinary 
people living in the United States, 
including United States citizens and 
permanent residents.

 The FBI need not show probable 
cause, nor even reasonable grounds 
to believe, that the person whose 
records it seeks is engaged in 
criminal activity.

 The FBI need not have any suspicion 
that the subject of the investigation 

foreign power.

  The FBI can investigate United 
States persons based in part on their 
exercise of First Amendment rights, 
and it can investigate non-United 
States persons based solely on their 
exercise of First Amendment rights.

  For example, the FBI could spy on 
a person because they don’t like the 
books she reads, or because they 
don’t like the web sites she visits. 
They could spy on her because 
she wrote a letter to the editor that 
criticized government policy.

  Those served with Section 215 
orders are prohibited from disclosing 

the fact to anyone else. Those who 
are the subjects of the surveillance 
are never notifi ed that their privacy 
has been compromised.

  If the government had been keeping 
track of what books a person had 
been reading, or what web sites she 
had been visiting, the person would 
never know.

   But how do these changes challenge your 
constitutionally guaranteed rights? The 
answer to that question is as simple as it 
is chilling: in any way possible under the 
rhetoric of the document. The press release 
continues:

                  Continued on page 20 


















































































