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Summary.
Lee, Thomas. "Too Much Privacy is a Health Hazard." The New York Times (1999).
The article asserts that many patients are interested in the modern form of information technology applied in health care clinics. They comprehend that the computer bears a mass data of their medical and medication challenges, clinical and laboratory reports, and critical information. The idea that all specialists in our healthcare institutions use the same information to administer services greatly impresses them. They are impressed that doctors can access their laboratory results via the computer. Further, other patients have encountered worry concerning the entire information system which contains their medical data. The openness of their diagnosis information has arguably posed fundamental questions in fear that their laboratory results may be accessed by their employees, companies, insurers or even their genetic data spreading around the internet.
Patient’s medical privacy is being threatened by the booming technology which intensifies the flow of information; hence clients are complaining. The states have taken a technical approach by enacting laws to defend rights of patients and reduce access to their health records and to deter release of health data short of client’s written accord (Lee 2). Privacy is an essential aspect which requires trust amid physicians and patients since protection is prone to some challenges. Health records are the backbone of quality health care, and thus too much privacy can be disadvantageous to your health. 
There is need to reduce health privacy hence reducing challenges associated. For instance, it will enable doctors to access information concerning prescription of drugs that a patient is using. It would also mitigate suicide gesture associated with the blind administration of drugs due to lack of patients health history.
According to privacy advocates, doctors should be granted unconstrained access to patient’s health records thus giving clinical data the most appropriate use. This approach can significantly favor patient’s health without their consent hence breaching confidentiality.
If privacy is to be ensured, we should only safeguard computerized medical data by issuing out secure fingerprints and loggings for doctors. The approach will ensure privacy while providing the basic information required by doctors to administer quality healthcare to people.
Herbert, Bob. "What Privacy Rights?" Newsweek (1998).
According to the report out of Washington, a letter from a firm that investigates prescription and their benefits for employers and insurers was addressed to Dr. Hafken, a psychiatrist caregiver. The letter addressed an affair which should have remained private concerning one of Dr. Hafken’s clients. The company realized that the employee was using Ativan which cures anxiety and hence it wanted to know what the issue with the employee was.
Unfortunately, the doctor valued privacy affairs. He argued, “It is none of their business.” Later on, the patient was distressed to realize that her employer was quite inquisitive concerning her psychiatric records (Herbert 2). The doctor argued that his patients are scared to be honest in therapy. They have the tension that other individuals might access their private health records.
It is right for patients to get astonished when what was supposed to remain secret becomes public. Their medical records, financial profiles and buying habits are arguably trending like a contemporary issue in the society. One’s employee can use different modern technology approaches to monitor and access private health record via E-mail and telephone conversations. Video cameras have been hid in the room for both legal and illegal matters in public washrooms and dressing rooms. Other people can also access one’s social security code thus hijacking one's identity.
The Center for Public Integrity provides that “nothing is sacred as per the politics of privacy.” It has cautioned that the privacy of Americans is highly exposed and intruded from different perspectives. It is the responsibility of the Congress to intervene and mitigate the assault. More than often, the Congress has prioritized financial matters of many privacy intruders other than that of the Americans hence posing challenges in keeping medical information secret.
Analysis.
In relation with the above discussion, it is evident that both authors are highly concerned with privacy of health records of patients. According to Lee, too much privacy in health care system is hazardous. He articulates that there should be openness which provides accession for patient’s health records. In his view, the desire for providing health care is to save human lives as well as improving patients health thus doctors should be given direct access to patients health information. In his concern, a record on doctor’s prescription is essential for further treatment and absence of this information is a bit risky since the doctor might not know the kind of drugs one is using. Lee pleads that it is the high time for patients to show off every kind of medical prescription given by the doctor and other databases to counteract many deaths from drug interactions (Lee). The most appropriate form of privacy is by keeping health records electronically to minimize the risks so accession by hostile hands. He argues that common sense and creativity should be effected not ensure that patients information is safe while giving doctors the data they demand to enhance the quality care of people. 
Herbert argues that accession to one’s health record without his consent should be completely outlawed. He extends his concern to privacy of Americans health information in the fact that their records have been conceded and assaulted in many ways. According to him, patient’s health record should be provided at his conscience. He asserts that the Congress should play its role adequately to control the assault on social security. The Congress should abandon financial desires of invaders and prioritize social security demands of the American public. Also, States should address the problems in medical record keeping by enacting legislations to control these social abuses. Simply, health privacy should be intensified.
Opinion.
I find the article “Too Much Privacy is a Health Hazard” by Thomas Lee more persuasive in addressing the issue of privacy in the health sector. According to Lee, the critical reason for providing good medical care to patients is to save lives and improve patients’ health conditions. Without accurate record on patient’s health, doctor’s prescriptions on drugs they take and other databases, it is significantly had to administer care (Lee 2). The article persuades the patients to release their health information when required willingly. It enlightens patients on the importance and drawbacks of excessive social security in their lives. The article outlines alternative methods for breaching security to access patient’s information when necessary. It pleads for creativity and use of common sense to attain privacy and give the doctor the needed information for good care of people.
Personal stand.
Privacy on patients health records should be practiced in limited extends. Doctors should be given direct access to patient’s health records even without their consent. This is because some patients are terrified to release their information in fears that it might land in hostile hands. All patients’ records should be computerized for easy accession by doctors. The Congress should enact laws to govern accession of patient’s information which will be exceptional for the psychiatrist. Doctors should be encouraged to conserve privacy of patient’s health records.
Reflection.
The two articles provide aspects of concern to complexity in determining the most appropriate measures to ensure privacy and limit or fully ensure surveillance of information. Moreover, both Lee’s and Herbert’s articles are quite influential in addressing health privacy, and hence, one might encounter difficulties in identifying which article is more persuasive than the other. It is evident that information technology is a dynamic and a very essential aspect in the correct world and hence, I have the zeal to learn its influence on the lives of people and nations. I am therefore comfortable with the topic as it will be used as the basis of learning and equipping myself with issues of concern to privacy, surveillance and their overall implications.
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