Keeping
watch
now goes
both ways

“SOUSVEILLANCE”

Citizens wearing
cameras as defense
discussed at meeting

BY PAUL ANDREWS
Special to The Times

Concerned about Big Brother
watching you?

Why not watch back?

With cameras getting smaller
and cheaper all the time, and
showing up on everything from .-
cellphones to lapel pins, round-
the-clock surveillance is becom-
ing available to average citizens.
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_ “SOUSVEILLANCE” DISCUSSED AT MEETING
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DAVID BRIN
Author of “The Transparent
Society”

crease in the professionalism and
effectiveness” of law enforce-
ment, said David Brin, author of
“The Transparent Society.”

“The thing about the Big Broth-
er telescreen was not so much
that he could see you, but that
you could not see back,” Brin
said. As omne strategy, govern-
ment monitoring could be sub-
verted by sticking tiny, cheap
cameras on lampposts and other
public structures, Brin suggest-
ed.

“Fm not a radical against secre-
cy,” said Brin, who also writes
science-fiction novels. But au-
thorities will always use secrecy
as a shield against accountabil-
ity, he added.

Sousveillance poses its own set.

of thorny issues. An attendee
from Quebec said provincial law
there prohibits photographing
someone without his or her
knowledge. And sousveillance
practitioners using a restroom
“might want to peint their cam-
eras toward the wall,” Latanya
Sweeney, a Carnegie Mellon as-

sociate  professor, suggested
somewhat puckishly.

In cases where both parties are
recording, neither might feel

comfortable engaging even inin-
formal conversation, some parn-
elists noted. As an example, Si-
mon Davies, director of Privacy
International, recalled asking a
presidential candidate if he ever
could speak candidly about any-
thing. The candidate acknowl-
edged that he felt under “con-
stant surveillance.”

“For him, the idea of private
conversation was gone,” Davies
said.

Some foresee a possible bal-
ance between sousveillance and
surveillance called “equiveil-
lance,” where different consti-
tuencies work together toward
security as well as accountability.
Davies suggested that citizens
worldng with law enforcement
would preserve freedom better
than opposing surveillance.

“A  ‘technological canopy
should be a last resort,” Davies
said. .

Sousveillance does not have to
carry a political agenda, confer-
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