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Not long ago, America was thrown into a world of tumult and chaos.  September 11, 2001 was host to the worst act of terrorism on U.S. soil ever.  At the time, very few people knew how to cope with the sudden, staggering loss that the country faced, let alone retaliate or prevent such a catastrophe from occurring again.  The citizenry looked to its government to pound out a solution, to set things right, and the leaders did as such.  Not only did America find the perpetrators of this heinous act, but also brought most of them to justice.  While it has been several years since any terrorist attack has rattled our nation, that doesn’t necessarily mean that something of the same nature will not happen again.  It is along these lines that the Terrorist Surveillance Program operates.   The terrorist surveillance program, which monitors communications between Al-Qaeda operatives outside the country and its supporters within, has recently come under fire from critics from across the board.  That criticism is completely and entirely unfounded, as the program is not only completely justified, but is also effective and should continue to operate.

 Many detractors have claimed that the NSA program is just the government spying on it’s own people, violating the constitution, breaking several laws, and infringing upon the general public’s civil liberties.  However, while the program is “spying” on Americans, it is not in the blanket fashion that these nay-sayers may suggest.  On the contrary, the surveillance program is a highly specialized pinpoint operation, aimed only at those suspected in cahoots with Al-Qaeda operatives.  Lt. Gen. Michael V. Hayden has even characterized it as “targeted and focused.”  So unless you are calling or receiving calls from Al-Qaeda operatives outside the U.S., you should have absolutely no fear of having your communications tapped.  Furthermore, even if the government is infringing upon a select few citizens rights, it is in the general interest of the vast majority of the public to know about people perpetrating plots to attack the public.

In fact, much of the alleged illegal activity is sanctioned by the patriot act, which allows for many new and more pervasive types of surveillance.  Where were these critical voices, then when this legislation was initially written and subsequently passed?  I’ll tell you where they were, either staunchly supporting it or not even raising an eyebrow.  Al Gore, who was recently quoted as saying “..the President of the United States has been breaking the law repeatedly and insistently,” fails to mention that his own administration was engaged in “less than honest” surveillance tactics.  On a guest column for Accuracy in Media (an internet site), Paul M. Weyrich claims that while Vice President, Al Gore attempted to get a program designed to spy on Americans via chips in telephones (though not via a court order).  That doesn’t sound like an actual outcry for civil liberties, that sounds like partisan politics running its course yet again.  It seems that while everyone wants a safer and more secure homeland, some people aren’t willing to let go of their personal prejudices.

In spite of all of this criticism, the wiretaps have done a great deal of good.  In an article by Time magazine, two terrorists are actually in custody thanks to the wiretapping: Iyman Faris, who scouted possible terror attack locations in New York, and Mohammed Junaid Babar, who was funneling money and supplies to terrorists abroad.  How, in good conscience, can people of right mind argue with results like that?

Also in contention are the various wireless communications (email, et cetera) that some claim are being monitored by the government.  This flies in the face of the internet itself.  It is common knowledge that companies are monitoring everyone’s every move on the internet.  Companies trade and sell your browsing history to other companies that display ads on your screen that pester you and make you never want to use the internet again.  Now, no one ever rages against the internet advertising giant, no one ever makes claims that their personal civil liberties are being stomped all over just to make a buck, when in fact that is exactly what is happening.  People don’t widely regard the internet as a generally private place where no one can steal your credit card and buy patently absurd things that no one would need with it.  And if you do find that the internet is such a magical fraud free place, I have several betamax tape decks with your name on them.  Not only is it common for people to have their site histories compromised, but also people’s email can be read.  Also, it is not out of the ordinary for people to be fired from their jobs because their email gets read.

But all of this phone and email information has to pass through the NSA, under the President’s nose, and that’s where the blame gets pointed (what a segway).   In his defense, the president recently said at a rally in Manhattan, Kansas, “if I wanted to break the law, why was I briefing congress?”  A good question indeed.  Is the president actually breaking any laws?  The president says no.  And a very prestigious group of lawyers agrees with him.  These lawyers say that according to a June 2004 Supreme Court ruling, the president is entitled to use necessary force to protect the American people, however this ruling did not specify exactly how he was supposed to use this power.  The Supreme Court ruling was also bolstered later by a 42 page justice department analysis which in so many (or very many) words says that the constitution gives these powers to any commander-in-chief.  
Finally, the general public is still more concerned with terrorism in general than it is with this so-called violation of civil liberties.  The public is also squarely divided over whether or not the terrorist surveillance program is really such a bad thing.  After all, there have been several executive actions along these lines, Abraham Lincoln suspended Habeus Corpus, FDR went out of his way to make sure that the country was safe during world war two.  And after all of these conflicts were over the country went right back to the way it was.  Bearing this in mind, do we really need to question the necessity of such an indispensable program?  A program enacted during a time of war to protect the American people from harm.  Pulling the plug on the terrorist surveillance program would be like pulling the rifle out of the hands of the infantryman or taking away the pen from the legislator.  The American people need this program to protect us from harm and the government is entirely justified in pursuing terrorists and evil-doers in whatever way necessary.  Without the terrorist surveillance program, the American people might as well brace themselves for another catastrophic terrorist attack of 9-11 proportions, and I don’t think that the government should stand idly by instead of doing something about it.  Do you?
