Internet Censorship Debate – Notes

Notetaker: Natalie Wallace

Introduction

+ 1. Creator – harmful knowledge; not useless

-  2. Scientist – limiting scientific knowledge, scientists can censor their own work, no


  one else

+/- 3. New Hampshire Democrat – needs more specifics – money? – employing people




         for audits

+ 4. Texas Republican Democrat – not trying to shop scientific research, but harmful




         knowledge

+ 5. Maine Republican – most important role is to protect; won’t hinder scientific




    research if they are dead

-  6. Oregon Democrat – people will find it anyway; waste of money and time; gradual

- 7. Ohio Republican – not enough money to implement; more right to knowledge

+ 8.  New York Democrat – homemade; protection from harm needed

Questions

· For censorship: Jurisdiction?

· Answer: Universal so it has jurisdiction

· Pro-Censorship: Won’t a biological attack hurt the economy?

· So many loopholes, membership access can’t stop access. New info keeps being added.

· To Creators: If you hand out info, why won’t it get to terrorists?

· We can arrest those people

· Against bill: How will bill prevent people in other countries?

· Still work to do on bill…protecting citizens to best ability

· Is right to freedom of speech more important than safety?

· Sets precedent

· How does censoring stop terrorism?

· Better to do something than nothing

· Why should public be allowed classified info just because its on the internet?

· (no response)

· Does this prevent hacking?

· No.

· Was Founding father’s intention to protect us in this way?

· It is our job to adjust laws to present day situations.

· If main concern is censoring info, when will you stop?

· Just to extent that private info is kept from people.

