The NDAA Places Citizensʼ Rights on the Forefront
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Internet Censorship:
Downfall of the 21st
Century
I’m a teenager, and I’m part
of the generation that can’t go
a day without the internet and
social media. Tumblr, Facebook, Twitter, Google, Wikipedia—you name it. Whether it’s
for homework or communication, I’m constantly in need of
using the Internet. The web has
made life much simpler by being fast and efficient.
Recently, many websites were
threatened by the Stop Online
Piracy Act (SOPA) and the Protect IP Act (PIPA) that were proposed to Congress. If passed,
these bills would make it harder
for sites—mainly those located
outside of the United States—to
sell or distribute pirated copyrighted material including movies, music and physical goods.
However, according to Forbes,
if both acts are set in stone, it
would only allow the Justice Department to shut down any blog
or website of their choice, which
wouldn’t even tend to the problem of pirated movies or music.
The most recent bills proposed
include the Anti-Counterfeiting
Trade Agreement (ACTA) and
Protecting Children from Internet Pornographers Act (PCIP),
all dealing with internet censorship.
So what’s the use in shutting
down potentially thousands of
websites? Piracy and copyright
infringement are generally big
issues that the government has
to deal with, but punishing essentially all internet users by
censoring their freedom to explore the web is not the solution.
I use YouTube to watch videos about Calculus (okay, and
watch music videos).
I use Google to research for
various assignments.
And I use Facebook as a
means of communication.
Unfortunately, all three websites are in danger of meeting
their end, and the end is scary.

America, a country that ensures each of its
citizens certain unalienable rights of freedom
and liberty, has done a lot to protect its citizens and their rights. However, some wonder
if this country still holds true to these ideals.
The National Defense Authorization Act
(NDAA) for Fiscal Year 2012 was signed to
keep American citizens safe from possible
terrorist attacks, and caused an outrage
because many believed it would have
the power to deprive citizens of rights.
However, this worry is misplaced because the NDAA does not take away
American citizensʼ rights.
On Dec. 31, 2011, while on vacation in Hawaii, President Barack Obama
signed the NDAA. The act strengthens
policies and procedures to prosecute, interrogate and detain terrorists in a way that will
protect citizens from terrorist threats.
The NDAA is able to accomplish this by allowing law enforcement to capture a person
who is suspected of being involved in terrorist
activities and detain them without a trial. Once
caught, the person who has been involved in
acts of supporting anti-American movements
will then be immediately turned over to the

armed forces and transferred to Guantánamo
Bay, a detainment and interrogation facility
for the U.S. The only way the person could
be transferred somewhere else is if Congress,
the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of
State all
agree to

it.

Though the act so far seems reasonable, the
part of the NDAA that worries some Americans is that the President can put people who
are suspected of being terrorists in prison without a trial. This makes citizens uncomfortable

with the act.
However, the good news is that the act does
not completely apply to American citizens.
President Obama changed the NDAA on the
day that he had signed it so that it will not
take away American citizensʼ rights. According to a letter he wrote (which was posted on
the White Houseʼs ofﬁcial website) President
Obama rewrote the NDAA to prevent American citizens from being held and transferred
to Guantánamo Bay without ﬁrst putting
them on trial.
Aside from this fact, a part of our
country is still tense about the future
of the NDAA. Some may wonder: Although President Obama may not want
to take away American citizensʼ right to
a trial, will the next President also believe this? One cannot be certain that the
next President will take steps to ensure
that our rights are not violated.
Nevertheless, we live in America and as
American citizens, we have the right to vote
for who runs the country. If Americans are
unsatisﬁed with the NDAA, there are various
actions they can undertake to ﬁx it. We can
ﬁle complaints to Congress. We can create petitions. We can write our opinions about the
NDAA and publish it as part of our right to
free speech.

What are we reading?

“WORDS, WORDS, WORDS”

A Fieldguide to the Republican Candidates
by Copy Editor Jimmy Tang and Staff Writer Johnny Huynh
If Gingrich can prove anything about
the political campaign process, it is
that sex sells. Actually, scratch that.
Besides being a candidate of gravitas,
he may be hindered in spite of his relevant governmental proposals by the
classic, arrow-to-the-knee, extramarital affair(s). Seriously, besides being
like any other conservative Republican, this guy can really set himself up
for going down... At least, he still has
the support of Rick Perry.

Of all the remaining GOP candidates, former governor of Massachusetts, Willard
Mitt Romney, has probably been the least
embarrassing. He’s remained a front runner, but has failed to be named the outright
winner for the following reason: He has no
spirit. He lacks the charisma and excitement that America needs to push toward
success. If he hopes to reach his goal to
become the President, he has a thing or
two to learn from Obama about inspiring
citizens.

Ron Paul has remained the laughing
stock of the GOP race to his fellow
candidates despite his consistent performance during the Primaries. He has
criticized everything from interstate
highways to the Civil Rights Act in an
effort to demonstrate that he is not, in
fact, a closeted Libertarian. Nice try.
Paul has his good moments, but can
America afford to elect a questionable
candidate as its president during these
difficult times?

Displaying the least rash temperament
of the remaining presidential candidates, Santorum is a favorite of the socially conservative population. There is
religious tint behind many of his proposals to the public, assuming all the validity of subtle anti-left fundamentalism to
replace scientific soundness – rejecting
climate change theory, contraceptives
and non-traditional families.
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