Can privacy withstand
assault of technology?
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Devices could bear witness against us
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office chair.
I’m not saying we all need to get
paranoid. (But perhaps at times a little
healthy paranoia is not a bad thing.
There may be someone watching!) Just
realize that if you are covering a story
with significant implications, you need
to think not only about your home
and office phones and whether they’re
bugged, but you need to realize that
wireless interception of data is a real risk
and that there could be third parties
who have all the access they need to
know where you’ve been and to whom
you have been talking.
The hills may have eyes, but they no
longer need to be looking at you to see
what you’re doing!

