Internet Censorship – January 28, 2003
Introduction: Rid the internet of scientific material that could be used for chemical / biological warfare. A committee will determine what material is “sensitive” and an administrator will oversee servers in organizations. 
Against: Scientists need the internet to share data/results for further exploration and criticism. The censorship process will not work in its current form – the internet is too broad.

For: Safety of the masses is more important than individual freedom. Enemies can use our information and make weapons which would lead to disaster. The weapons would destroy us (and our rights) anyway. We need to prevent great tragedies. 

Against: This censorship violates the 1st Amendment. Sensitive information could be accessible on sites restricted by membership, requiring a password, etc. Also, the funds required for such a project would be prohibitive.

For: This could prevent a tragedy similar to that of 9/11. Information found on the internet could make it worse. 

Q: How can you prevent over-use of censorship?

A: The committee and administrators will oversee the process, which will begin with a test period to work out any problems.

Q: What prevents hackers from getting in to membership science sites?

A: Security will improve over time

(but at the same time so will hackers…)

Q: Couldn’t people find out this kind of information other ways than the internet?

A: Yes, but censorship acts as a deterrent.  

We could use a computer system like the Echelon to track access to the net/information.

Closing:

For: Personal rights must yield to the “greater good” i.e.: National security. We must be willing to sacrifice to save lives.

Against: If there is censorship we cannot learn from each other. Where will it stop? Censorship could quickly get very out of hand and trample our freedoms. If we destroy our rights and our free way of life, what exactly are we trying to defend by blocking sensitive information?
Vote: For Censorship?

Yes: 8

No: 7
