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Four C
lassification Schem

es
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8 Privacy Types and 1 A
spect

 

K
oops et al. (2016)
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T
he K

oops et al. Typology
Strengths

•
Beyond D

ata Privacy
•

A
n Em

pirical Base
•

Richness of the 
Em

pirical Base

•
Insight

•
C

om
prehensiveness

 

C
opyright
2013-17

7

K
oops et al.'s 'Freedom

 To' Types
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K
oops et al.'s 'Freedom

 To' Types
and T

hree of C
larke's D

im
ensions
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Privacy N
eeds of a C

ontrarian

A
 person w

ho takes up a contrary position, 
especially one opposed to that of the m

ajority, 
regardless of how

 unpopular it m
ay be

This is a vital role for achieving adaptation
in m

any contexts,
scientific, econom

ic, cultural, social and political 
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Privacy N
eeds of a C

ontrarian
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Privacy N
eeds of a C

ontrarian
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Privacy N
eeds of a C

ontrarian
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C
ategories of ‘Persons-at-R

isk’
O

rganisational Contexts
•

C
orporate executives

•
G

overnm
ent executives

•
U

ndercover operatives
•

Law
 enforcem

ent and prison staff
•

M
ental health care prof’ls, counsellors

Legal C
ontexts

•
Judges, law

yers and jurors, 
particularly in highly-charged cases

•
W

itnesses, especially people in 
protected w

itness program
s

•
Ex-prisoners re-integrating
w

ith society

Social C
ontexts

•
C

elebrities and notorieties at risk 
of extortion, kidnap, burglary

•
Short-term

 celebrities such as 
lottery-w

inners, victim
s of crim

e
•

V
ictim

s of dom
estic violence

•
V

ictim
s of harassm

ent, stalking
•

Individuals subject to significant 
discrim

inatory behaviour
•

People seeking to leave a form
er 

association, e.g. ex-gang-m
em

bers
Political C

ontexts
•

W
histleblow

ers
•

D
issidents

•
H

um
an R

ights A
ctivistshttp://w

w
w

.rogerclarke.com
/EC

/eH
lthR

es.htm
l#PA

R
http://geekfem

inism
.w

ikia.com
/w

iki/
    W

ho_is_harm
ed_by_a_%

22R
eal_N

am
es%

22_policy%
3F
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T
he K

oops et al. Typology
Strengths and W

eaknesses
•

Beyond D
ata Privacy

•
A

n Em
pirical Base

•
Richness of the 
Em

pirical Base

•
Insight

•
C

om
prehensiveness

•
Law

 is a result of 
political com

prom
ise

•
Law

 com
m

only falls 
short of public need 
and expectations

•
T

his could constrain
public policy analysis

•
The analysis assum

es  
there are constitutional 
privacy protections 
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R
ights under the A

ustralian C
onstitution

Explicit individual rights:
1.

to vote (s. 41)
2.

no property acquisition on unjust term
s (s51(xxxi))

3.
trial by jury (s.80)

4.
freedom

 of religion (s.116)
5.

no discrim
ination by State of residency (s.117) 

Im
plied (H

igh C
ourt decision):

6.
to discuss and debate political issues

These 6 fall far, far short of the set in the IC
C

PR
, 

w
hich A

ustralia has ratified but failed to im
plem

ent
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