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INTRODUCTION

With the invention and development of the electronic computer,
a new dimension was added to man's ability to index, store, process,
énd retrieve selected information about himself, his activities,
and his needs. During the 1960 decade, there has been inereasing
discussion both in the public and private sectors regarding the
identifiable requirement for a coordinated system or national
center for the preservation and use of economic data.

Statistical data, sometimes augmented by interpretive commen-
tary, have been collected, stored, and utilized by many Federal
agencies. As the planning, programming, and budgeting functions
of the Federal community became more complex, it was decided by the
American Economic Association that a study of this critical area
should be undertaken by the Social Science Reseérch Council, so that
the needs of the Nation might be met in a reasonable way.

The Social Science Research Council created, late in 1960, a
Committee on the Preservation and Use of Economic Data. The efforts
of this study group were to be but the first in a series of studies,
critiques, Congressional hearings, and special analyses which still
are in progress.

The issue has broadened significantly since the issuance of
the initial report by the Committee on the Preservation and Use of
Economic Data. Concern has been expressed by Members of the Congress

and authorities on the constitutional rights of the American people
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that the centralization of statistical data, such as that gathered
by the Bureau of Census, the Bureau of Labor Statistics, and the
Internal Revenue Service, might lead to an invasion of the privacy
of individual citizens.

A review of the salient activities involved in thig contro-
versial subject area points up a major dilemma which must be
resolved as the United States increases in size and complexity:
are data requisite to the proper planning of programs essential to
national development to be centralized in one information handling
system featuring automatic data processing (ADP) techniques or do
the traditional guarantees of personal privacy preclude the collection
of such data in a form which may allow unprecedenﬁed analysis of
information about groups or individual units within society? The an-
swer is unresolved at this juncture. The sequence of events, however,
which relates to the subject area begins with the activity of the
Social Science Research Council Committee on the Preservation and Use
of Economic Data [See Above].
 RECOMMENDATIONS CONTAINED IN RUGGLES REPORT

After four years of study the Committee, with Richard Ruggles
serving as chairman, submittéd its report to the Social Science
Research Council, which in turn rendered the findings to the Director
of the Bureau of the Budget. The prime concern of the committee was
the "development and preservation of data for use in economic re-

i
search."



The recommendations of the six-man study group included:

First, . . . that the Bureau of the Budget, in view
of its responsibility for the Federal statistical
program, immediately take steps to establish a
Federal Data Center.

Second, . . . that the Office of Statistical Standards
of the Bureau of the Budget place increased emphasis
on the systematic preservation in usable form of
important data prepared by those agencies engaging

in statistical programs. e

Third, . . . that at an early date the Social Science

Research Council convene representatives from re-

search institutions and universities in order to

develop an organization which can provide a clear-

inghouse and coordination of requests for data made

by individual scholars from Federal agencies. 2/

In discussion of the problems of data acquisition, indexing,

processing, and retrieval, the Ruggles Report explored the trade-

offs involved in the employment of automatic data processing

in the handling of such statistical data. Also stressed was

_the importance of evaluating accurately the ramifications of

interagency use of statistical data collected by a given agency
for a given purpose. . The reﬁort noted the requirement for stan-
dardization of data and mutual supportability in classifying,
storing, and retrieving selected data elements. |

Included as an important part of the Ruggles Report is an
"initial inventory” of the machine-readable data in the possession of
20 Federal agencies of the Departments of Agriculture, Labor,

Interior, Commerce, Treasury, and Health, Education, and Welfare,
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plus the Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System.

Within the 600 identified repositories of data are approxi-
mately 30,000 computer tapes and 100 million puﬁched cards.

The inventory was initiated by the Office of Statistical Standards
of the U.S. Bureau of ths Budget in cooperation with the National
Archives and Records Service. ' Access to these data is not unlimited.
Among the constraints on exchange of the data are diffsrent manage-
ment procedures for indexiné aﬁd storing ﬁhe ;ariety,of forms of
written material, diverse criteria for placing caveats. on the use
of the data by outside groups (whether iﬁ the Federal Government

or in the private séctor), agd lack of adeqaéte coﬁbuter program
documentation for processing the data.

The aﬁthors of this report recognized thét any Federai Data
Center must.have clear guidélines in the acquisition and utili-
zation of computerized data from other Federéi gr;ups. At the
present time, the Internal Revenue Servicé and the Buresu of Labor
Statistics offer specific tapes for sale. Tﬁe committee under-
took a special survey of 10 major éreas of ecoﬁomicrdata in order
to datermiﬁe whether existing computerized déta could be assembled
to aid the researcher. The areas featured were: population,
housing and real estate, labor force and wages, educatioﬁ; health,
consumer behavior; agricultrue, business and industry,.government

finances and taxation, and foréign trade and payments.

s g —— an T
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Inasmuch as the proposed Center would furnish a broad spectrum
of services, it was indicated in the report that the new establish-
ment would function in a way similar to the Library of Congress
by being responsible for providing "a systematic and comprehenséve
coverage of the material available in its area of competence." 2
Also, the Federal Data Center's activities in the statistical area
were likened to the role fulfilled by the National Archives
in the handling of basic records and documents..

SCOPE AND NATURE OF THE DUNN REPORT

The Ruggles Report was submitted to the Social Science
Research Council in April of 1965. Following a review by the
Bureau of the Budget, a dscision was made there that an evaluation
should be undertake by Edgar S. Dunn, Jr. of Resources for the
Future, Inc. Mr. Dunn was directed‘to concern himself primarily
with the first two recommendations listed above. During a six-
month period which ended in November 1965, Mr. Dunn examined not
only the Bureau of the Budget interest in how statistical data
was to be used for research, policy, and decision making in the
public and private sectors at various levels of operation, but
he also appraised "the relationships betwsen the collecting and
compiling processes on one hand, and the preservation and acces-
sibility for further use on the other." -

In approaching his task, Mr. Dunn sought to clarify the

problem at hand in this statement:



The central problem of data use is one of

associating numerical records and the great-

est deficiency of the existing Federal sta-

tistical system is its failure to provide

access to data in a way that psrmits the as-

sociation of the elements of data sets in

order to identify and measure the interrela-

tionship among interdependent or related ob-

servations. This is true at virtually all

levels of use and for all purposes from aca-

demic model builders to business market re-

searchers. 8/

In justification of the Ruggles group's recommendation
in favor of the establishment of a Federal Data Center, the
Dunn critique points out that general purpose data should be
accessible not only for easily predictable needs, but for special
requests for information. Data files need to be dzsigned and
implemented after careful definition of standards and user
requests has taken place. File maintenance, always a concern
in any large volume environment, must be effected by the direc-
ok U
tives which satisfy both intraagency and interagency needs.
It is noted that the solution to such problems does not lie,
necessarily, in the physical centralization of all existing
data, but rather in ensuring a capacity to provide certain data,
upon request, to system users.
It is through the passage of a new legislative authority :

that the eventual creation of a coordinated data system can be
accomplished, says the Dunn Report. Thus, the "National Data

Service Center" --as it is referred to by Dunn -- may be afforded

file custody of information designated for its use, thereby
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relieving the participating Federal agencies of certain dis-
closure restrictions as they pertain to the release of data

to the Center. By the same mechanism, the individuél agency's
obligations for protecting the data sources and zontent could be
transferred to the proposed Center. The location of such a
Federal center is discussed and alternatives set forth.

Among the recommendations resulting from his endeavor

there are two which Mr. Dunn cites for possible immediate action:
(1) Development of standards to shape the
content of archival records and deter-
mine the essential forms of file
maintenance and documentation; and
(2) The 9,000-tape nucleus identified in
a special study by Rudolph C. Mendels-
sohn could be achieved quickly at a
cost of approximately $260,000, with
funding from the participating agencies.

In establishing an initial capability for any projected
Federal Data Center, the following grouping of magnetic taps
records is feasible: Internal Revenue Service, 5,300 reels;
census housing data, 750 reels; census current population data,
375 reels; Bureau of Labor Statistics Consumer Expsnditure Survey,
43 reels; BLS industry hours, earnings, and labor turnover‘data,
36 reels; and Bureau of 0ld fﬁ? and Survivors' Insurance social

10
security data, 1,900 reels.
The Dunn Report, then, represented a useful additional look

at the problems and possible paths of action inherent in creating

and operating a Federal Data Center.
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INVESTIGATIONS BY THE HOUSE SPECIAL SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVASION
OF PRIVACY
As awareness of the recommendations of the Ruggles and
Dunn reports became more general, the Special Subcommittee on
Invasion of Privacy of the House Committee on Government Opera-
tions initiated a series of hearings to consider the question of
"the computer and invasion of privacy." Taking heed of the growing
demand for placement of selected data in a Federal Data Center,
Representative Cornelius E. Gallagher of New Jersey, the Subcommittee
chairman, underscored the objectives of the hearings:
What we seek at this point is to create
a climate of concern, in the hope that
guidelines can be set up which will pro-
tect the confidentiality of reports and
prevent invasion of individual privacy,
while at the same time allowing govern-
ment to function more efficiently and
facilitating the necessary research of
scholars in statistical analysis. 11/
The emphasis of the Subcommittee was upon safeguarding
the privacy of the individual citizen. It was pointed out that
. =1 7—_—‘"—_“_‘___
although "the personal data bank apparently has not been pro-
posed as yet, many people view this proposal as a first step
12/ ;
toward its creation.”
Witnesses from the academic world, government, and the legal
profession were summoned to offer their perspectives of the
problem at hand. The question of how to safeguard effectively

any information in a machine-oriented system was raised and pursued

at length. Exemplary projects such as the carefully developed



York State Identification and Intelligence System were discussed,
and the problems integral to the management of and access to
13/

such systems noted.

As a result of the Special Subcommittee's focus on the
broader ramifications of establishing a Federal Data Center,
there was extensive debate in professional journals and the public
press. 1t became apparent to many that the collection in machine-
able form of economic statistics could not be separated in the
~ eyes of numerous critics from the issue of invasion of personal
privacy.
THE KAYSEN REPORT: CONSIDERATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

In order to further explore the organization, scope, and
projected inter-relationships of the proposed Federal Data Center,
a Task Force on the Storage of and Access to Government Statistics
was formed under the leadership of Dr. Carl Kaysen, Chairman of
the Institute for Advanced Study at Princeton. The committee
was charged with considering "measures which should be taken to
improve the storage of and access to U.S. Government Statistiecs",
but broadened its frame of reference by examining the organization
and operation of the Federal Statistical System. The central
problem addressed was "the consequences of the trend toward de-
centralization in the Federal Statistical System at a time when
the demand for more and more detailed quantitative information

LA5f ‘
was growing rapidly.”
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i4s report o the President, the Task Force stated:

Although different governmenti agencles may
reguire information about specific individ-
uzls or businesses as part of their legal
operating responsibilities, the committee
was unanimous in its belief that Federal
agencies or other users should not be able
to draw on data which is available within
the Federal statistical system in any way
that would violate the right of the individ-
uwal to privacy. 16/

The inefficiency bred by decentralization, inadequate

professicnal staffing by agencies, the failure to utilize modern

tools and techniques, and the time lags inherent in outmoded

information transfer were treated at length by the study group.

Consideration of the problem of actually establishing a function-

ing Federal Data Center was given in the light of existing

institutions and problems. In order to improve the integration

and storage in accessible form of selected data, it was recommended

that a National Data Center be established which would be given

the responsibility fox:

(1)

(2)

~

assembling in a single facility all large-
seale systematic bodies of demographic,
economic, and social data generated by

' the present data-collection or administra-

tive processes of the Federal Government;

integrating the data to the maximum feasible
extent, and in such a way as to preserve

as mich as possible of the originel informa-
tion content of the whole body of records;
anc

providing ready access to the information,
within the laws governing disclosure, to
all users in the Government and, where
appropriate, to qualified users outside
the Government on suitably compensatory

terms. 17/ -
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The report also cited the importance of Federal coopera-
tion with State and local Government agencieé in order to optimize
data base uniformity. Also, the importance of delineating and enforcing
"uniform disclosure can be met with no unnecessary sacrifice of
18/
analytically useful information" was stressed.
Organizationally, the proposed National Data Center would
be placed in the Executive Office of the President. The Task
Force noted that it might be organized into an operations divi-
sion and a research division. Responsibility for the effective
interaction of the National Data Center with other agencies within
the Federal Statistical System would reside with the Director of
that System. In particular, proper division ofrlabor; coordination
of information, and utilization of the new Center would be scrutinized.
CONGRESSIONAL COMMENTARY ON THE KAYSEN REPORT
Reaction to the Kaysen Report was not long withheld. In
reviewing the developments concomitant with the publication of the
Kaysen Report in October of 1966, Representative Gallagher informed
his colleagues in the House that:
It was my considered opinion, after much
analysis and investigation of the Kaysen
report, that this too represented an in-
sufficient examination of all the problems
and potentialities that would arise from
the establishment of a National Data Center,
and that it should not be considered an

acceptable basis for the beginnings of a
National Data Center. 19/
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He then went on to say that there were several specific
areas which merited additional appraisal:

(1) whether centralization or decentralization
is intrinsically more beneficial on both
a cost effectiveness and an invasion of
privacy basis;

(2) whether panels and commissions that have so
far reported to him [Charles L. Schultze,
Director, Bureau of the Budget] are adequate-
ly representative of the public interest;

(3) whether in fact there is a possibility that
the Statistical Data Center would wittingly
or otherwise be turned into a "Big Brother"
dossier center;

(4)  whether the specification and identification
of individuals would be a vital source for
the information maintained within the Center;
and

(5) whether, and in what detail, the rights of
privacy of the individual would be sacrificed
to the greater rationalization and centrali-
zation of the statistical collection of data
by our Government. 20/

As the debate over the advantages and disadvantages of
having a Federal Data Center éontinued, a report was issued by
the Joint Economic Committee in August of 1967 which contained
pertinent commentary. In essence, the report recommended the
coordination and integration of Government statistical programs,
and stressed that current statistical information is "totally

21/

inadequate to meet the changing policy needs of'our times."
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The report further noted that the Federal statistical system
could provide "valuable information on productivity, prices and
income...which might significantly improve economic policy...[and]
would help to improve the design and administration of government
| programs.“gg/ Members of the Congress took issue with the recom-
mendation of the report. Representative Jackson E. Betts of
Ohio expressed'the belief tﬂat:

Legal safeguards would not, in the final
analysis, prevent an overzealous bureau-
crat or autocratic government from using

a national data center to persecute or
prosecute its detractors. 23/

Another major development in th;%E;;;;;;;—E;ok place when
a series of hearings on "computer privacy" were held by the Sub-
committee on Administrative Practice and Procedure of the
Senate Committee on'the Judiciary. This legislative entity
which had reflected upon the Dunn Report in meetings held in
mid-1966 sought to explore further "the role of the computer
as a potential invasion of individual privacy."gé/

In the words of the Subcommittee Ghairman, Senator Edward
V. Long bf-Missouri, "we intend to analyze gﬁidelines for safe-
guarding existing records;...explore the role of the computer,
with emphasis on its future capabilities; [and]...will attempt
to draw a balance'between individual privacy and computerized

25/
efficiency."
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During the course of the hearings, Dr. Kaysen appeared

and discussed the highlights of his group's report. Of
. RS

particular interest, as presented by representatives from the St.
Louis Regional Industrial Development Corporation, was a detailed
description of the structure, holdings, and operation of the
proposed Regional Economic Data Bank. ~ The Subcommittee

also considered the problems brought about by "the growing con-
vergence of computers and communications,"gz/ with all of the
implied regulatory and policy questions involved.

The questions revolving about the establishment of the
proposed Federal Data Center continue to be addressed.by the
Senate Subcommittee and individual Members of both chambers.

No resolution of the problems has been forthcoming, but many
~persons believe that the greatly increased exposure of the
public, as well as responsible governmental officials, to these
problems has been desirable.

THE CRITICALITY OF SAFEGUARDS AGAINST UNCONTROLLED DISCLOSURE

In all of the debate regarding the centralization of
computerized data by the Federal Government, no individual
or group has minimized the importance of meticulously controlling
the release of certain categories of infarmation. In many
cases, agency fepresentatives acquire data on individual persons

or groups (such as industrial firms) on a confidential basis. .

Throughout the literature on the subject runs the theme of
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cautionary handling of the subject data. Guidelines for moni-
toring user requests for any type of data are a prerequisite, and
in the case of certain types of confidential information, a sine
gua non. The Ruggles Report observes that there is a real problem
in getting system users to render realistic requests:‘

Few outsiders can know enough about the data,
their nature and characteristics to make
sensible requests, or to have a realistic
appreciation of the analytic limitations which
the data impose. 28/

Edgar Dunn calls out this salient aspect of the problem:

The structural problems of concern to today's
policy makers and the effort to by-pass prob-
lems of record incompatibility force the utili-
zation of data at levels of disaggregation

that place severe strains upon regulations re-
stricting the disclosure of information about
individual respondents.

Gradually, as the discussion of saféguards has evolved, a
better understanding of the procedural and technical checks .
possible has come about. It was stated on several occasions
that in order to "break" the Federal Déta Center, it would be
necessary to have: a machine, a code book, a set of instructions,
and a technician.ﬁg/Recent emphasis has been placed on the
effect of computer technology on "our concept of society-and man's

31/
view of himself."

Th;_;ealization has grown that there is a family of safe-
2
guards which could serve to deter greatly any unintentional

disclosure of information:
(1) Legislative and administrative regulations,

already in effect in some agencies, could
be augmented and strengthened.
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(2) Establishment of uniform, multi-agency
criteria controlling "need to know" both
for government and other data users.

(3) More explicit explanation of the scope and
nature of the data available, thus reducing
the number of unnecessary or illogical
requests by users.

(4) Creation and uniform use of classification
and coding systems, to include the assign-
ment of unique accession codes and indica-
tors to privileged data elements.

(5) Establishment of an expert in-house group for
receiving, transcribing, and refining the re-
quest for information from the system according
to the needs of the users and existing regu-
lations. . :

(6) Employment of "a number of servicing procedures
based upon computer technology that can satisfy
the needs of the user in most cases wlthout
violating disclosure regulaulons." 33/ -

(7) In some instances, data reduction by design
" can be performed, thus transforming absolute i
figures to percentages, increments to gross
and vice versa,'etc.
(8) Anonymous sampling, with the removal of identi-
fying data elements already has been used;
here again the need for a uniform Federal set
of procedures and criteria is apparent.
SUMMARY
The precise role of a projected Federal Data Center con-
tinues to be a matter of deep concern to persons in every part
_‘_‘T—“‘—‘—-—_,
of our society. In a recent presentation before the American
Bar Association, Charles J. Zwick, later the Director of the
Bureau of the Budget, set forth certain characteristics which

the proposed Center would not possess; in his words, it would

not:
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(1) be a collection agency;

(2) have data on all individuals and firms; and .

(3) have investigatory file information. 34/

Since the Center by definition would not perform in the
i way noted above, its positive characteristics warrant attention;
according to current planning, the National Data Center would:

(1) maintain a current inventory of data collected

by Government agencies;

(2) contain information on a sample of individuals

and firms, a key feature of a Data Center from
the point of view of the privacy issues;

(3) perform statistical analyses,_iﬁcluding analyses

requiring data on individuals and individual
firms; and

(4) provide users both in and out of Government with

summary information and the results of statistical
analyses. 35/

Another development affecting the Federal collection,
storage, and retrieval of information on individuals and group
entities is represented by the so-called "Freedom of Information
Act". This act, established in 1966, provides that information
and records be made available to the general public except for
certain categories of data. The protection of privacy is rein-

forced in the following:
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To the extent required to prevent a clearly
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy, an
agency may delete icentifying details when it
makes available or publishes an opinion, state-
ment of policy, interpretation, or staff manual
or instruction: Provided that in every case

the justification for the deletion be fully
explained in writing. 36/

Among the categories of data exempted from the general
instructions of Public Law 89-487 are: "(6) personnel and
medical files and similar files the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal
privacy;" and "(7) investigatory files compiled for law en-
forcement purposes except to the extent available by law to
a private party." The considerations involved in handling
computerized information are not defined, and this area remains
conjectural.

Responsible elements in the Legislative and Executive
Branches, it may be seen, are faced with resolving the question
of how key economic data are to be-utilized. The need for many
types of data is very feal, and their availsbility to planners
and research specialists becomes more and more imperative.
Equally critical is the preservation of individual freedom and

privacy. The compromise required may prove to be significant

to the future of-the Nation.



P LR E st e B s te D

R L &R

LRS-19
FOOTNOTES

U. S. Congress. House. Committee on Government. Uperations.
Special Subcommittee on Invasion of Privacy. The
computer and invasion of privacy. Hearings before
the Special Subcommittee. (89th Cong., 1lst sess.,
July 26-28, 1966). Washington, U. S. Gov't. Print.
Off., 1966. Appendixl, p.195. : ;

Tbid., p. 205

Ibid., p. 206.
Ibid., p. 209-213.
Ibid., p. 203.

Ibid., Appendix 2, Pe 254.

Ibidl, p- 255—256l

Ibid., p. 272.

Thides Do B7Buic idfe Tioaa
Ibid., p. 2.

Ibid., pe 3.

Ibid., p. 146_181-

U. S. Congress. Senate. Cormittee on the Judiclary.
Subcommittee on Administrative Practice and Pro-
cedure. Computer privacy. Hearings before the
Subcommittee. (90th Cong., lst sess., March 14-15,
1967). Washington, U.S. Gov't. Print. Off., 1967.

p. 25. [Testimony of Dr. Carl Kaysen. ]

Ibide, P

" Ibid,., p.26. .

Ibid., p. 31.

Ibid.

Gallagher, Cornelius E. The Federal data center and the
invasion of privacy —- a progress report. Remarks
in the House. Congressional record. [Daily ed.]
(Washington), v. 113, March 15, 1967. p. HR774.



E o

LB BLhER P B

&

K

LRS-20

=
e
feN

U. S, Congress. Joint Economic Committee. Subcommittee
~on Economic Statistics. -The coordination and
integration of government statistical programs.
Joint committee print. (90th Cong., lst sess.,
1967). Washington, U. S. Gov't. Print. Off., 1967. pel.

Betts, Jackson E. Federal data bank closer to a reality.
Remarks in the House. Congressional record. [Daily ed.]
(Washington), v. 113, August 25, 1967. p. H11253.

U. S. Congress. Senate. Committee on the Judiciéry.
Subcommittee on Administrative Practice and Pro-
cedure. Computer privacy. Op, cit., p. 1.

ibid.; p.2.

Ibid., p. 47-66.

Ibid., p. 87.

U. S. Congress, House. Committee on Government Operations.

Special Subcommittee on Invasion of Privacy. The
computer and invasion of privacy. Op, cit., p. 206.

1bids, pe 256.

Miller, Arthur R. The national data center and personal
privacy. In The Atlantic, November 1967. p. 54.

; Gallaéher, Cornelius E. Privacy-and the national data

" center. In Extension of remarks of Honorable
Dominick V. Daniels. Congressional record.
[Daily ed.] (Washington), v. 113, October 20, 1967.
p. H13780. - s o .

Chartrand, Robert L. Information concerning the proposed
federal data center. In computer privacy. Op, cit.,
Ps 150,

U, S, Congress. House., Committee on Government Operations.
Special Subcommittee on Invasion of Priwacy. The
computer and invasion of privacy. Op, cit., p. 201.



LT5=-21

Zuick, Charles J. A national data center. A pre-
sentation before the annual neeting of the
American Bar Association, Honolulu, Hawaiii,
Avesust 8, 1967. P 4.

A5 8% s AR ST 2

United States Code: Congressional and Administra-
tive News. &9th Cong., 2nd sess., 1966.
Volume 1, Laws. St. Paul, Minnesota, West
Publishing Company, 1966. p. 282-283.

- Ibid., p. 283.



LRS=22

SELECTED REFERENCES

Beany, William M. The right to privacy and American law.
Law and contemporary problems, v. XXXI, n. 2, Spring 1966:
253-271.

Betts, Jackson E, Federal data bank closer to a reality. Remarks in
the House. Congressional record. [Daily ed.] (Washington),
v, 113, August 25, 1967. p. HL1253-H11254.
e e ———— L
————— . The census: invasion of privacy. Remarks in the House.
Congressional record. [Daily ed.] (Washington), v. 113,
October 10, 1967. p. H13169-H13172.

------ The census: coherent plan for national data gathering needed.
Remarks in the House. Congressional record. [Daily ed.]
(Washington), v. 113, October 16, 1967. p. H13429-H13431.

------ Census questions and the national data center. Remarks in
the House. Congressional record. [Daily ed.] (Washington),
v. 113, October 31, 1967. p. H14277-H14280.

Bowman, Raymond T. The idea of a federal statistical data center:
its purposes and structure. A presentation before the Federal
Bar Association's Panel of the Committees on Government Infor-
mation and Electronic Data Processing and Retrieval, San Francisco,
California, July 27, 1967. 9 p.

Chartrand, Robert L. Information concerning the proposed federal
data center. In Computer privacy. Hearings before the Subcommittee
on Administrative Practice and Procedure of the Senate Committee
on the Judiciary. 90th Congress, lst Session, Washington, D.C.
U.8. Govt. Print. Off., 1967. p. 164=157.

Committee on Information in the Behavioral Sciences, Division of
Behavioral Sciences of the National Research Council. Communication
systems and resources in the behavioral sciences. Washington, D.C.,
National Academy of Sciences, Publication 1575, 1967. 67 p.

Committee on the Preservation and Use of Economic Data (Chairman:
Richard Ruggles). Report of the Committee on the Preservation and
Use of Economic Data to the Social Science Research Council.
Washington, April 1965. 43 p. plus appendices.

Dunn, Edgar S., Jr. Review of proposal for a national data center.
Bureau of the Budget. Office of Statisticael Standards. December
1965. 40 p. plus appendices.



LR5-23

----- . The idea of a national data center and the issue of personal
privacy. An address before the MENSA Society, New York,
October 21, 1966. 23 p.

Ervin, Sam J., Jr. The computer and individual privacy. In Extension
of remarks of the Honorable Edward V. Long. Congressional record.
[Daily ed.] (Washington), v. 113, March 8, 1967. p. 533569-5S3372.

Gallagher, Cornelius E. Questions of invasion of privacy relating
to the establishment of a national data center. Remarks in the
House. Congressional record. [Daily ed.] (Washington), v. 112,
August 18, 1966. p. H19099-H19102.

----=-. Privacy subcommittee brings a sense of balance to technological

growth and the right to privacy. Remarks in the House. Congressional

record. [Daily ed.] (Washington), v. 112, October 21, 1966.
p. 27521-27534.

----- . Letter to Charles L. Schultze, Director, Bureau of the Budget,
December 1, 1966. News release. & p. :

----- . The federal data center and the invasion of privacy--a
progress report. Remarks in the House. Congressional record.
[Daily ed.] (Washington), v. 113, March 15, 1967. p. H2773-H2775.

------ Right of privacy. Remarks in the House. Congressional record.
[Daily ed.] (Washington), v. 113, July 18, 1967. p. H8901-H8906.

———— . Privacy and the national data center. In Extension of remarks
of the Honorable Dominick V. Daniels. Congressional record.
[Daily ed.] (Washington), v. 113, October 20, 1967. p. H13778-
H13781. ' ‘

Graham, Robert M. Protection of an information processing utility.

A presentation at the ACM Symposium on Operating System Principles,

Gatlinsburg, Tennessee, October 1-4, 1967.

Harrison, Annette. The problem of privacy in the computer age: an

annotated bibliography. Santa Monica, Calif., The RAND Corporation,

Memorandum RM-5495-PR/RC, December 1967. 125 p.

Horton, Frank J. Congressman Horton questions proposed computer center
for federal data. Remarks in the House. Congressional record.
[Daily ed.] (Washington), v. 112, June 14, 1966. p. 12487-1248%.

----- . Horton cites potential privacy invasion by proposed central
data system. Remarks in the House. Congressional record. [Daily
ed.] (Washington, v. 112, August 5, 1966. p. AL143-A4144.



LRS-24

Karst, Kenneth L. 'The files:' legal controls over the privacy and
accessibility of stored personal data. In Law and contemporary
problems, v. XXXI, n. 2, Spring 1966: 342-376.

Long, Edward V. The ultimate big brother. Remarks in the Senate.
Congressional record. [Daily ed.] (Washington), v. 112, May 9,
1966. p. 9603-9605.

----- . The dossier. Remarks in the Senate. Congressional record.
[Daily ed.] (Washington), v. 112, August 5, 1966. p. 17560-
17561.
------ The computer menace. Remarks in the Senate. Congressional
record. [Daily ed.] (Washington), v. 113, September 26, 1967.
p. S13675.
-———-. Credit bureaus and privacy. Remarks in the Senate. Congressional

record. [Daily ed.] (Washington), v. 113, November 29, 1967.
p. S17384-S17385.

Michael, Donald N. Speculations on the relation of the computer to
the individual freedom and the right to privacy. In The George
Washington law review, v. 33, n. 1, October 1964: 270-286.

Miller, Arthur R. The national data center and personal privacy. In
The Atlantic, November 1967 53-57.

Packard, Vance. Don't tell it to the computer. In The New York Times
magazine, January 8, 1967: L4ff.

Reubhausen, Oscar M. and Orville G. Brim, Jr. Privacy and behavioral
research. In Columbia law review, v. 65, n. 7, November 1965:
1184-1211.

SDC Magazine (Issue on computers and privacy), v. 10, n. 7 &and 8,
July-August 1967. 40 p.

Shils, Edward. Privacy: its constitution and vicissitudes. In
" Law and contemporary problems, v. XXXI, n. 2, Spring 1966:
281-306.

Task Force on the Storage of an Access to Government Statistics.
(Cheirman: Carl Keysen). Report of the Task Force to the Bureau
of the Budget. Washington, October 1966. 25 p. plus annex.



e}

LRE=25

U.S.. Congress. House. Committee on Government Operations. Special
Subcommittee on Invasion of Priveey——Special inquiry on invasion
of privacy. Hearings before the Special Subcommittee. 89th
Congress, lst Session, June 2-4, 7, 23 and September 23, 1965.
Washington, D.C. U.S. Govt. Print. Off., 1966. 399 p.

U.S. Congress. House. Committee on Government Operations. Special
Subcommittee on Invasion of Privacy. The computer and invasion of
privacy. Hearings before the Special Subcommittee. 89th Congress,
1st Session, July 26-28, 1966. Washington, D.C., U.S. Govt. Print.
Off., 1966. 318 p.

U.S. Congress. Joint Economic Committee. Subcommittee on Economic
Statistics. The coordination and integration of government
statistical programs. Joint committee print. 90th Congress,
lst Session. Washington, D.C., U.S. Govt. Print, Off., 1967. 10 p.

U.S. Congress. Senate. Committee on the Judiciary. Subcommittee on
Administrative Practice and Procedure. Computer privacy. Hearings
before the Subcommittee. 90th Congress, lst Session, March 14-15,
1967. Washington, D.C., U.S. Govt. Print. Off., 1967. 269 p.

United States Code: Congressional and Administrative News. 89th
' Congress, Second Session, 1966. Volume 1, Laws. St. Paul,
Minnesota, West Publishing Company, 1966. 1852 p.

Westin, Alan F. Privacy and freedom. New York, Atheneum, 1967.
487 p.

Zwick, Charles J. A national data center. A presentation before the
American Bar Association, Honolulu, Hawaii, August 8, 1967. 12 p.



-.

;5




