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1. Executive Summary & Key Judgments 
While the Proliferated Warfighter Space Architecture (PWSA) is marketed as a defensive 
shield against hypersonic threats, it constitutes a massive leap toward global, persistent 
surveillance. This report identifies severe conflicts between the PWSA’s technical capabilities 
and established OSINT ethical frameworks, specifically regarding the "right to be forgotten" and 
the "sanctity of the private domain." 
Key Judgments: 

1.​ Normalization of Persistent Surveillance: The "Custody Layer" of the PWSA 
establishes a technical precedent for 24/7 tracking of any mobile object (vehicles, ships, 
and by extension, individuals), fundamentally altering the "Reasonable Expectation of 
Privacy" (Katz v. United States). 

2.​ OSINT Ethical Conflict: The PWSA exploits the "Open Field" doctrine to justify 
warrantless data collection, a practice the Marie Landry Spy Shop rejects as a violation of 
the Universal Declaration of Organic Rights. 

3.​ The Metadata Trap: Even if "citizen tracking" is officially disclaimed by the SDA, the 
Transport Layer’s mesh network creates a global metadata map of terrestrial 
communications that is vulnerable to unauthorized exploitation (Data Confidentiality 
Breach). 

2. Scope & Intelligence Requirements 
This report focuses on the civil liberty implications of the SDA’s LEO constellations. 

●​ Intelligence Requirements: 
○​ Identify specific privacy risks in the "Custody" and "Tracking" layers. 
○​ Analyze the "Fourth Amendment End-Run" regarding government data purchases 

from commercial partners. 
○​ Establish a "Shared Theory of Harm" for proliferated LEO architectures. 

3. Background / Context: The LEO Panopticon 
The SDA's FAQ explicitly states they do not "track American citizens," yet the architecture is 
designed for "custody of time-critical land and maritime targets." In the age of AI-driven sensor 



fusion, the distinction between a "military target" and a "private citizen's vehicle" is a software 
toggle, not a hardware barrier. 

4. Methodology (Collection + Verification + Ethics) 
●​ Collection: Analysis of SDA RFI (January 28, 2026) regarding Space-to-Air Optical 

Terminals and GAO-26-107085. 
●​ Verification: Verbatim extraction of privacy policies from prime contractors (SpaceX, 

Lockheed Martin). 
●​ Ethics: This report follows the Marie Landry Spy Shop Ethical OSINT Framework, 

which prioritizes individual sovereignty over state-level data-hoarding. 

5. Target Profile: Space Development Agency (SDA) 
●​ Identity: A "constructive disruptor" within the DOD. 
●​ Motive: Information Dominance. 
●​ History: Rapidly evolved from an experimental office to the manager of a 1,000+ satellite 

constellation. 

6. Technical Indicators: Privacy Intrusions 
●​ Optical Inter-Satellite Links (OISLs): While secure for the military, they centralize global 

data flows, making the SDA the ultimate "Man-in-the-Middle" for any data entering the 
PWSA mesh. 

●​ HGV Tracking Sensors: High-sensitivity infrared sensors can detect heat signatures not 
just from missiles, but from industrial activity, private residences, and thermal emissions 
from vehicles. 

7. Legal & Policy Considerations: The Fourth 
Amendment End-Run 
Current U.S. and Canadian jurisprudence (Katz, Carpenter, Hunter v. Southam) is struggling to 
keep pace with LEO proliferation. 

●​ The "Open Fields" Problem: The U.S. Supreme Court’s "Open Fields" doctrine suggests 
there is no privacy in areas visible from the air/space. PWSA weaponizes this doctrine to 
conduct mass surveillance without warrants. 

●​ Data Purchasing: The SDA can bypass Fourth Amendment requirements by 
"purchasing" telemetry and imagery from commercial partners who are integrated into the 
PWSA (Yale Law & Policy Review, 2025). 

8. Threat / Risk Assessment: The Death of Privacy 
●​ Risk: Persistent tracking of political dissidents or private citizens under the guise of 

"Situational Awareness." 
●​ Impact: A "post-privacy" world where the state has a permanent, unblinking eye in the 

sky. 



9. Analytic Judgments 
●​ Confidence Level: High. The technical requirements for the "Custody Layer" are 

inherently incompatible with the right to anonymous movement. 
●​ Alternative Hypothesis: The SDA could implement "Privacy by Design" (anonymization 

at the edge), but current GAO reports on "Battle Management" emphasize speed and 
fusion over data minimization. 

10. Conclusions & Implications: The Predatory Nature 
of PWSA 
The PWSA is a Predatory Economic and Military Model. It seeks to own the orbital high 
ground to enforce a centralized "Kill Web." This is the antithesis of the Organic Revolution, 
which advocates for decentralized, autonomous, and private systems. 

11. Recommendations / Mitigations 
1.​ Privacy-Preserving Framework (OPIF): Mandate the adoption of an OSINT Privacy 

Impact Framework for all SDA contractors. 
2.​ Mandatory Anonymization: Legally require that all terrestrial "Custody" data be purged 

or anonymized within 24 hours unless a specific warrant is issued. 
3.​ Sovereign Enclaves: Develop terrestrial "cloaking" technologies—potentially utilizing 

Seshat's Lignin in infrastructure—to shield private dwellings from high-sensitivity LEO 
infrared sensors. 
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