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POLICY ISSUES

Combating Terrorism Versus Protecting Civil Liberties
After the 9/11 attacks, Congress passed legislation 

to assist law enforcement agencies in the war on 
terror. The USA PATRIOT Act consists of more than 
150 sections and changed about 15 federal statues 
involving criminal procedure, intelligence gathering, 
and wiretapping. Covert searches, for example, can 
be conducted without notification in homes and other 
private places. Information from computers can be 
downloaded in secret. Wiretaps can be used without 
probable cause. Other parts of the act allow

•• tracing electronic communications,

•• access to stored voice mail,

•• “sneak and peek” search warrants,

•• nationwide execution of warrants in terrorism cases,

•• easier access to confidential information, and

•• collection of DNA samples from prisoners 
convicted of any federal crime of violence or 
terrorism.

Proponents of the act argue the expanded powers 
given law enforcement provide the tools necessary to 
identify terrorist threats and prevent further attacks.

Opponents believe the expanded power of the 
government will harm freedoms. The American Civil 
Liberties Union believes the act is a “surveillance 
monster.” Many people argue the USA PATRIOT Act 
threatens our First, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, Eighth, and 
Fourteenth Amendment rights.

Think About It
Several questions are raised regarding the tension between 
combatting terrorism and protecting civil liberties.

1.	 What limits should be placed on investigating and 
arresting suspects at the federal and local levels? 

2.	 What conditions in the PATRIOT Act may violate our 
rights to privacy? 

3.	 Does the act offer protection or intrude on civil freedom?

Serving a Warrant: The Fertility Case
Serving a search warrant rarely is a pleasant incident for all the parties involved, as 

exemplified in the case of the fertility doctors in our case study. Law enforcement may 
have some details on the property or residents of the house, but little information on 
whether the people they are interacting with are dangerous. Similarly, citizens, and in 
some cases innocent people, are shocked when the police pound on the door. This was 
the case for Dr. Sergio Stone, a colleague of Dr. Asch. Stone was a respected doctor with 
a lovely home in a suburb of Irvine, California. He worked with Asch at the fertility clinic. 
Little did Stone know that the relationship with Asch would result in his own entanglement 
with the criminal justice system. After obtaining a search warrant, the police conducted a 
search at Stone’s home at 6:30 a.m. with an estimated 50 enforcement agents from the 
FBI, IRS, Customs, U.S. Postal Service, and university police department. Not only was 
this an embarrassment to Stone and his family; it was also unnecessary. 

Prior to the search, authorities alerted the press in what appeared to be an attempt to 
humiliate the doctor. Stone’s attorney commented: “The action was highly inappropriate. 
It [the raid] could have been done in less dramatic ways and possibly was done in this 
manner for show.”15 The agents rushed into the house yelling “Nobody move!” and 
immediately separated the family members. Stone recalled the agents first acted as if 
they were raiding the hideout of a Mafia drug lord, but after several hours they seemed 
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