Publishing alleged rape victim's photo goes too far 
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When the facts presented in a public media are so flawed as to present an unreliable synopsis of an event of which I have personal knowledge, I have to take issue with those statements made by Mr. Shapiro.   First, let’s set the record straight. . .
Although the published photograph might have surprised some of my colleagues, it didn't surprise me. In January 1996, the Globe published stolen autopsy photos of slain child beauty queen JonBenet Ramsey. 
The photos were illegally purchased by a private investigator working for the Globe who was later convicted by Colorado officials for illegal information brokering. 

Throughout the JonBenet Ramsey murder investigation, the Globe continued to commit highly unscrupulous and even criminal offenses. 
As their lead investigator in Boulder, I witnessed a series of illegal actions ranging from the 
attempted bribery of a defense counsel expert to the 
extortion of police officers. 
It seemed that no single act, regardless of how uncouth or classless, was beneath them. 
In time, {How much time?} I eventually reported my employer's actions to the FBI. 
As a result,  {Hal Hadon’s Law Firm instigated the prosecution – with a friendly phone call to Davie Thomas, Hal’s buddy; not Mr. Shapiro}
a Globe editor and {Purchased Immunity for $100K – NOT PROSECUTED}
a Boulder lawyer {was exonerated and found innocent after a trial by jury}
were prosecuted. 
Yet, despite their past offenses, the Globe's decision to expose the identity of an alleged rape victim is perhaps their most heartless to date. 

When a woman accuses a man of sexually abusing her, he should be considered innocent until proven guilty. 
Of course, today's sensationalist reporters have not accorded Bryant such a luxury. 
However, regardless of whether Bryant is innocent or guilty, his alleged victim deserves to have her identity protected. 

Women who accuse men of sexual crimes often face fear of retaliation from other men, potential stalkers and friends of the accused. By exposing this woman's face, the Globe has placed her in substantial danger. 
____________________________

During my time as a tabloid investigator, my editors constantly justified their actions by reminding those of us who are younger that there is no constitutional right to privacy. 
Several years later, after I enrolled in law school at the University of Florida, I learned that was false. 

In 1965, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled in Griswold v. Connecticut that there was a "penumbra of privacy" inherent in the Constitution. 

According to the justices, there were so many constitutional amendments that implied a right to privacy, the Constitution as a whole bespoke such a right. The court found that the First Amendment right of freedom of association, the Third Amendment right prohibiting the quartering of troops in one's home during peacetime, the Fourth Amendment right against unreasonable search and seizure, the Fifth Amendment "self-incrimination clause," and the Ninth Amendment's reservation of unenumerated rights to the American people all encompass a right to privacy under the Constitution. 

Mr. Shapiro’s article would have been un-offensive and interesting, if he would have had the common sense to leave out paragraph 3.

There is probably no crime against another human being that is more undignified than rape. To flaunt the identity of a woman who has potentially suffered such a horrible experience is an abomination to the ethics of journalism and a sadistic abuse of the First Amendment. 

Jeffrey Scott Shapiro worked for Globe from 1997-99 on the JonBenet Ramsey case. He is now studying constitutional law at the University of Florida. 
