
I. Constitution of California (USA) 
Privacy PR-D??-R01 CALIFORNIA CONSTITUTION, ARTICLE 1  DECLARATION OF RIGHTS

SECTION 1. All people are by nature free and independent and have inalienable rights. Among these are enjoying and defending life and liberty, acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and pursuing and obtaining safety, happiness, and privacy.

Risks RI-D??-R01 Constitution of Calfornia’s Right to Privacy “In contrast to the right to privacy recognized in the U.S. Constitution which requires state action, the right to privacy under California law is generally understood to encompass actions by private individuals and entities which violate a privacy right.” [citing Dorsey & Whitney LLP, A primer on California privacy law: how things are different in the golden state from our summaries] What is the risk to Registrars, Registries and ICANN if the RDS system includes provisions that violate the privacy rights of California’s citizens?
II. Massachusetts Right of Privacy
PR-D??-R01 Massachusetts Laws, MGL c.214, s.1B  Right of Privacy
“Section 1B. A person shall have a right against unreasonable, substantial or serious interference with his privacy. The superior court shall have jurisdiction in equity to enforce such right and in connection therewith to award damages.”
RI-D??-R01 Massachusetts Laws, MGL c.214, s.1B  Right of Privacy
“Section 1B. A person shall have a right against unreasonable, substantial or serious interference with his privacy. The superior court shall have jurisdiction in equity to enforce such right and in connection therewith to award damages.” What is the risk to Registrars, Registries and ICANN if the RDS system includes provisions that violate the privacy rights of California’s citizens?
III. McINTYRE, v. OHIO ELECTIONS COMMISSION (US Supreme Court, 1995)
PR-D??-R01 “an author's decision to remain anonymous, like other decisions concerning omissions or additions to the content of a publication, is an aspect of the freedom of speech protected by the First Amendment.”

PR-D??-R02 “The freedom to publish anonymously extends beyond the literary realm. In Talley, the Court held that the First Amendment protects the distribution of unsigned handbills urging readers to boycott certain Los Angeles merchants who were allegedly engaging in discriminatory employment practices. 362 U.S. 60.”

PR-D??-R03 “Despite readers' curiosity and the public's interest in identifying the creator of a work of art, an author generally is free to decide whether or not to disclose her true identity. The decision in favor of anonymity may be motivated by fear of economic or official retaliation, by concern about social ostracism, or merely by a desire to preserve as much of one's privacy as possible. Whatever the motivation may be, at least in the field of literary endeavor, the interest in having anonymous works enter the marketplace of ideas unquestionably outweighs any public interest in requiring disclosure as a condition of entry.”

RI-D??-R01 “Despite readers' curiosity and the public's interest in identifying the creator of a work of art, an author generally is free to decide whether or not to disclose her true identity. The decision in favor of anonymity may be motivated by fear of economic or official retaliation, by concern about social ostracism, or merely by a desire to preserve as much of one's privacy as possible. Whatever the motivation may be, at least in the field of literary endeavor, the interest in having anonymous works enter the marketplace of ideas unquestionably outweighs any public interest in requiring disclosure as a condition of entry.” What risks will Registrant Stakeholders face within the RDS from those seeking to access their names and/or physical location for the purpose of harming the speaker of unpopular or minority ideas (be they individual or organizational)?
UP-D??-R01 PR-D??-R01 “an author's decision to remain anonymous, like other decisions concerning omissions or additions to the content of a publication, is an aspect of the freedom of speech protected by the First Amendment.”

UP-D??-R02 “The freedom to publish anonymously extends beyond the literary realm. In Talley, the Court held that the First Amendment protects the distribution of unsigned handbills urging readers to boycott certain Los Angeles merchants who were allegedly engaging in discriminatory employment practices. 362 U.S. 60.”

Benefits BE-D??-R01 “Despite readers' curiosity and the public's interest in identifying the creator of a work of art, an author generally is free to decide whether or not to disclose her true identity. The decision in favor of anonymity may be motivated by fear of economic or official retaliation, by concern about social ostracism, or merely by a desire to preserve as much of one's privacy as possible. Whatever the motivation may be, at least in the field of literary endeavor, the interest in having anonymous works enter the marketplace of ideas unquestionably outweighs any public interest in requiring disclosure as a condition of entry.”

BE-D??-R02 “Despite readers' curiosity and the public's interest in identifying the creator of a work of art, an author generally is free to decide whether or not to disclose her true identity. The decision in favor of anonymity may be motivated by fear of economic or official retaliation, by concern about social ostracism, or merely by a desire to preserve as much of one's privacy as possible. Whatever the motivation may be, at least in the field of literary endeavor, the interest in having anonymous works enter the marketplace of ideas unquestionably outweighs any public interest in requiring disclosure as a condition of entry.” What risks will Registrant Stakeholders face within the RDS from those seeking to access their names and/or physical location for the purpose of harming the speaker of unpopular or minority ideas (be they individual or organizational)?
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