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>WZOZK 2 4 cS.:Sm 5 The

~Harvard Law Review of 1890, Louis D.

~‘Brandeis warned -of “mechanical de-

vices” that would threaten the soli-
tude and privacy of the individual.

Because of a cluster of new inven-

tions, he noted, a ‘next step” was

-neéeded to protect a person’s “right to
be let alone.” That warning went:

largely unheeded and the meéchanical

. devices' he wrote. about 50, appre-

- computer,:

hensively—the msmﬁmsoﬁ camera and.
" the telephone—quickly passed. into mm. ;

miliar use and easy abuse.

deis’s admonition we are still. waiting

for .that..next step. Infringement of

privacy, a lively issue long before the

mﬁs@ four years after Zw wnm:-.

still concerns - those -who

‘would protect the individual ?oB the

* mistses of technology.

» The basic conflict between vmnmo:mn
liberty and public rights continues to
defy a simple resolution. We still seek

.that delicate balance between a per=

son’s right to guard those confidences

.that make up his private life  and
‘society’s ammzm for freedom % 537
~ mation,-

In the past you :mm to be ancm or
infamous to have'a ‘dossier. Today
there can be a dossier on anyone.

Information systems, with a seemingly ,

limitless’ ow@mo_Q for storing and sort-

ing information, have made it Emocnm_ .

to record and Qmsmﬁﬁ. a wealth of data

Con just mcozn anyone. The result is

that we now retain too much informa-
tion. The ambiguous' and unverified

_are meEmn -along <§§ legitimate

data.
Clearly; ‘,a.._mmm is a 3& :mmﬂ for re-

form, not only in our ways of handling
personal-data but in our thinking about
what is and what isn’t the proper con-
cern of outsiders. m&mm:&dﬁa data

stored in the computer is a procedural:

and technelogical problem. But deter-
mining what information may be col-
lected, by -whom and to whom this
58an90: may be made available is

a. social and legal one. .

“There "have been many u«ocOmam
suggesting guidelines about who may
have access to what in the computer.
Last year, for example, there were
some seventy bills dealing with protec-
tion of individual privacy pending in
state legislatures. Whatever legislation
is -considered, we can minimize the
need .to revise or-refine it by agreéing
on a few general provisions for auto-
mated and manual files.

First, individuals should have access
to information about themselves in

Ob m&mmsmaﬁm the ,WHWE of Privacy

record-keeping systems.

should be some procedure. to find out

how this information is being: used.
Second, there should. be some way

“for an individual {o correct or amend

an inaccurate record. .

Third, an individual should ‘be mEm
to prevenl information from being
improperly disclosed or used for. other
than authorized purposes without. his
consent, unless required by law.

Last, the “custodian of data files
containing sensitive information’ should
take reasonable precautions to be sure

that the data are am:mzm m:a are :oﬁ

misused.-

Of course, one way Om preventing .
misuse-of personal information is to .
" discourage ;m oo:mn:os in Em ?.ﬂ

place.’
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