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WRITING ASSIGNMENTS

I. Reread paragraphs 5-8 in Price’s o
. s ess:
action to ensure personal ’

y and reflect upon their implications for legal

; i privacy i dav . .
flections, write a 500-word essay Jonlt]evefr}d“}' _deahngs with others. Based upon your re-
antee any right to privacy; some ame]]edollowmg topic: The Constitution does not guar-
privacy implicitly, but most privacy 1;WTS“§::S (such as the Privacy Act of 1978 o

only very specific types of data. not federal, and the few that exist protect

(S ]

Use the “Prompts fi
pts for Personal Response to the Text” on page 36 to write an informal

response to Price’s pers T
formal response essalz/ th:??l] fssay, Ihef] convert your informal response to a 700-word
) elmeates serious issues underlying Price’s attempt to maintain

her anonymity for a si g
ngle week. Followi ice’ i

. wing Price’s : ' =
ous or a humorous approach. i approach, you may take efher 2 57
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Trading Liberty for [llusions
Wendy Kaminer

Wendy Kaminer is a lawyer and has written several books, including Sleeping with Extra-Terrestrials:
The Rise of Irrationalism and the Perils of Piety.

PREREADING

How have the events of September |1, 2001, affected your own views about crime detection
efforts? Freewrite for ten minutes in response o that question.

i
e @nly a fool with no sense of history would have been sanguine about the 1
prospects for civil liberties after the September 11 attack. Whenever Americans
have felt frigh\t.éned or under siege, they have responded by persecuting immi-
rants, members of suspect ethnic groups, or others guilty only of real or apparent
sfﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁffe‘r‘ﬁﬁpopular ideologies. Our most revered, or at least respected, presi-
dents have been among the worst offenders: John Adams supported the Alien and
Sedition Acts, which criminalized opposition to the government (and was used
to imprison his political foes); Abraham Lincoln suspend@ f‘l‘al?eas corpus and
presided over the arrests of thousands of people for crimes like “disloyalty” (which
sometimes consisted of criticizing the president); Woodrow Wilson imprisoned
Eugene Debs for speaking out against America’s entry into the First .World War;
Franklin Roosevelt famously and shamefully inter,ned Japanese-Americans during
‘L ?';'_-”,,,,—;?»':v
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World War 1. Liberty was trampled by all of these measures, while security vy i
y [

‘nhanced by ' m. . tieal v
o llllgtl(tl &\c“z‘)rl::cl(itz::id folly of imprisoning ])C(')Ple‘f(l’r thI;’lr.l)O]]\%{Sd]l(;l\e;}.S T
their ethnicity is us'uall_\' acknowled»‘;’efl only in h.md‘Slg :]tése_tl\:]lzle%icasrl]ei li)r I
some people no doubt felt safer knowing that their :JSIR% that ‘the internm gt] (?TS o
were interned. The Supreme Court ruled at the time h; o Benh\\as ‘
justified on national security grounds. Peolzlieﬁfelt safer ].ast all w :el} :}t;: uﬁsk ad-
ministration swept up and detained over one thousgnd ,lm?&gran]?al;]] noe' wake of
the September 11 attack, even though the vast majority of them y apparent
connection to terrorism. History shows that frightened PCOPI? tend to asilme Fllat
restrictions on liberty make them safe. They support repressive measures instinc-
tively in the cxpecta{ion that other people will be targeted by them, and ask ques-
tions only decades later. , . _

: Consider the false promise of many electronic sur\'elillfancc.: me.asures,'llke facial- 3\
== recognition systems. A recent report by the American Civil Liberties Union revealy —__

that the widely publicized facial-recogniti(_)lLsﬁ\Fﬁ(i‘ll?)dﬂ-“—-ﬁh%tfefiS by police in \
‘Tampa, Florida, “never identified even a_,,si.n‘gle‘intl‘\'ldllil contained 1 the d?}?art~
ment’s database of photographs.” Instead, “the S\Stg'rﬁxaée many fal§e positives,
including such errors as confusing what were to a humgn easily 1'dentlﬁable male
and female images.” The ACLU report was based on a review of police logs obtained
through Florida’siopen-records law.

Technological inaccuracies like these were coupled with human errors and 4
abuses of discretion. A facial-recognition system can only be as good as its database ~——
in identifying terrorists or other violent criminals, and in Tampa the photographic
database was not limited to known criminals: It included people the police were inter-
ested in questioning in the belief that they might have “valuable intelligence.” Under
guidelines like this, ordinary law-abiding citizens who venture out in public might

find themselves setting off alarms in facial-recognition systems (should they ever work
properly).
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Whether or not your photograph is in the database, your privacy is likely to be o ©

G oalive - invaded by a facial-recognition system. Cameras scan crowds and, as the ACLU ob-_ =
Y serves, in Britain, where electronic surveillance is becomin

are apt to focus.disproportionately on racial minorities or w

up women'’s skirts. In Michigan, according to a report by t

used a database to stalk women and intimidate other citizens.

Considering the ways facial-recognition systems have been used and abused so
far, it’s fair to say that they constitute a threat—to privacy,

) ) liberty and even physical
_safety—not a promise of security. But we are beginning to use them more, not less.
rSeveral cities.have demde.d to deplf)y" thc; kind of system that failed so miserably. in
3 l?ampa, anfl of course, famgl recognition is being touted as an important airport secu-
< QSN ity tool. Airports in cities including Boston, Providence, and Palm Beach are install-
B ing facial-recognition systems. Meanwhile, precautions that might actually enhance
security, like screening all checked bag g

s and carry-ons, are ag far from implementation
as ever. w N\
NN
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g routine, camera operators
hile away the hours peering
he Detroit Free Press, police
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Why do a majority of Amer;

| \ 1eric: '
J \% security measures? | suspect we’re scillnS iOlerdte ."md Suppock oyaslie o% Leprefiiy e T‘\JQ“ :
. ‘hcmﬂd"eople who want or need t 1ply too frightened and uninformed to challenge e

) 0 continue flying, for example, can't bear to devote \)
5 !

. to the continuine ;
much thought ntinuing inadequacs :

in whatever fa o quacies of airport security; instead they take
Comforf A ]}:etrcrtfllsde promise of security they're oi‘fcred Sl(;ngl:s'l}l)]:oi]em fo}r civil
jibertarians isn't the tendency of people to tr: ) . D0,

: e ade liberty for security. It’s their te Y

, - b - _It’s their tendency
fo trade llbctri'révafor):l;eqr? illusions of security. Liberty would benefgyt greatly from a logi-
A p2 d ¢ dC sla%s 5 4 ¢ “
cal, pragim Pproact 1o safety. In our frightened, irrational world, freedom may be )
threatened most by wishful thinking, . . « i ) » reedo S
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READING FOR CONTENT |

|. Paraphrase the first sentence of Kaminer's article

7 According to Kami /1 2 | . »

2 According aminer, how, in the past, have Americans responded when they felt
threatened?

3. How does facial-recognition technology function?

4. According to Kaminer, how successful has facial recognition been in reducing crime?
g - ' P . 2 i g

5. What specific dangers of facial-recognition technology does Kaminer identify?

/ /. dC i < 1 = e . . g
6. Why, according to Kaminer, do Americans accept “invasive or repressive faux security

measures’?

READING FOR GENRE, ORGANIZATION, /
AND STYLISTIC FEATURES 7/

1. Describe Kaminer's opening strategy.
2. Describe Kaminer's organizational plan.
y
3

. Comment on the length of Kaminer's piece.

READING FOR RHETORICAL CONTEXT

1 Characterize Kaminer's attitude toward the government.
2. Who is Kaminer's intended audience? What assumptions does ghe make about her audience?
3

How do you think police officers would respond to Kaminer’s article?

WRITING ASSIGNMENTS
acial-recognition tech-

1. Write a 1,000-word essay that weighs the pros and cons of using f:

nology to monitor the general public.
2. Write a 1,000-word essay of response to Kaminer’s
ened most by wishful thinking.” | N
Write a 1.000-word essay that compares and contrasts facial-recognition tec'lmology
with one o’r more of the other infringer al freedom that are mentioned in
Kaminer’s first and second paragraphs.

assertion that “freedom may be threat-

vl

nents on person
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