
OKLAHOMA ATTORNEY
GENERAL SCOTT PRUITT
ADVOCATES EXTENDING
PATRIOT ACT TO
DOMESTIC TERRORISTS
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I watched last
night’s Huckabee
Presidential forum
between thrilling
plays in the Big
10.2 Championship
game. Since each
candidate appeared
by him or herself,
it lacked the
entertaining in-
fighting of other
episodes of this
reality show. But
it was fascinating
because some
rising stars in
the Republican
Party–three far
right Attorneys
General, OK’s
Scott Pruitt, VA’s
Ken Cuccinelli,
and FL’s Pam
Bondi–served as
co-moderators. As
such, I think the
forum provided
some indication of
where the leading
edge of Republican
crazy is.
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Which is troubling, because in a question
directed to Congressman Ron Paul, Pruitt
endorsed applying the PATRIOT Act to purely
domestic terrorists. [Update: bob johnson, who
is from OK, says this wasn’t an endorsement. A
pity, then, that Pruitt not only extended the
discussion of PATRIOT to domestic grounds but
also set up Bondi for more fearmongering.] After
raising the specter of Tim McVeigh’s attack on
the Murrah Federal Building, Pruitt asked,

Pruitt: What thoughtful alternative do
you have to the PATRIOT Act to prevent
acts of domestic terrorism in the
future?

Paul provided the same kind of answer he has
provided when he has gotten asked similar
questions in the context of foreign terrorism in
other debates, noting that the PATRIOT Act
should have been called the repeal of the Fourth
Amendment. To which Priutt doubled down:

So Congressman, you don’t believe that
there needs to be a comprehensive law at
the federal level equipping law
enforcement to prevent domestic
terrorism in this country?

Now, as I said, Paul gets asked a similar
question at just about every debate. The
authoritarian streak of today’s GOP party likes
to call out Paul’s libertarianism so as to mock
it as outside acceptable bounds of GOP ideology
(usually just before everyone applauds torture).

Which is why I find it so troubling that Pruitt
did so with regards to domestic terrorism.

Don’t get me wrong: I begrudge no Oklahoman a
real concern about domestic terrorism.
Oklahomans know as well as anyone in this
country that domestic terrorism can be just as
deadly as Islamic terrorism. And we do need to
have a conversation in this country about why
the FBI gets so much stronger tools to entrap
aspirational Islamic terrorists than it does to
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stop white supremacists stockpiling explosives.

But investigations into “domestic terrorism” in
the last decade have focused on environmental
groups, perhaps only recently focusing on right
wing terrorism.

Moreover, the PATRIOT Act already did include a
number of provisions applying to domestic
terrorists. It defined domestic terrorism to
include the use of “coercion.”

(5) the term `domestic terrorism’ means
activities that–

(A) involve acts dangerous to human life
that are a violation of the criminal
laws of the United States or of any
State;

(B) appear to be intended–
(i) to intimidate or coerce a civilian
population;

(ii) to influence the policy of a
government by intimidation or coercion;
or

(iii) to affect the conduct of a
government by mass destruction,
assassination, or kidnapping; and

(C) occur primarily within the
territorial jurisdiction of the United
States.

And it included the authority to seize the
assets of “any individual, entity, or
organization engaged in planning or perpetrating
any act of domestic or international terrorism.”

Furthermore, as was made clear on this year’s
decade anniversary of the PATRIOT Act, many of
the provisions in it, like sneak and peeks and
NSLs, have primarily been used in the pursuit of
drug or money laundering convictions rather than
international terrorism ones.

But it seems Pruitt wants more. He seems to want
a full PATRIOT Act for what gets called domestic
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terrorism, presumably allowing wiretaps and
other surveillance to “prevent” “crimes” that
have not yet been committed (yet presumably
never infringing on the right to bear semi-
automatic machine guns). While I welcome some
consistency about how we treat brown terrorists
and white ones, I’m sure applying the
authorities in the PATRIOT Act to domestic
“terrorists” is not the answer.
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