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In addition to the comments summarized above, the Working Group also received a petition from the Save Domain Privacy coalition that was signed by 10,042 persons as well as approximately 11,000 submissions that were based on a template email provided by the Respect Our Privacy website. The Save Domain Privacy petition contains a statement that the signatories support “the use of privacy services by all, for all legal purposes, regardless of whether the website is “commercial”.” The template statement from Respect Our Privacy includes the following language: “Everyone deserves the right to privacy” and “private information should be kept private”. 

The Sub Team agreed that these statements are highly and directly relevant to its consideration of Question 1, and that it is important to note the very large number of supporters of each statement. The Sub Team also agreed that an overwhelming number of these commenters believe that protecting one’s privacy should be a paramount consideration, and that privacy services should not be restricted based solely on the commercial (or otherwise) nature of a website.

Nevertheless, the Sub Team noted that these statements did not provide any additional insight into or direct responses to the specific considerations and legal issues highlighted by the Working Group in its Initial Report. Preliminary analysis of the additional comments submitted by some petition signatories seems to indicate also that some commenters are concerned with broader online privacy issues than the specific proposal under consideration by the Working Group. In consequence, the Sub Team could not agree on whether or not it would be appropriate to attempt to infer any additional conclusions from these statements. 

Overall, the Sub Team believes that all the comments, petitions and statements point to an unqualified wave of support for the principle that policy must not unduly restrict the use or privacy or proxy services at the expense of fundamental rights. The Sub Team therefore recommends that this Question 1 be more fully discussed by the Working Group, taking into account all the input received, including the specific suggestions relating to the need to first develop (if possible) workable, clear definitions (see Question 2) and other possible avenues of research suggested by some commenters.	Comment by Mary Wong: e.g. BC, IPC etc. 
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