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want to take advantage of those Initially. , S : L
r. CaMpBELL. The only exclusions are the intelligence and surveil-

- lance, such as CTA and NSA perhaps. . T ¢ :
| Mr. RosENTHAL, With regard to those exclusions, is it because the
public should not know the number of machines they have or that

~ someone should not know the type of equipment they have?
' r. CamMpBELL. Both, ‘ ' G
 Mr. RosewrHAL, T fee] rather strongly along the lines Mr. Moor-
| head sug ested, that any exemptions should be very rigidly enforced.
- I think ongress is entitled to know almost everything there is. T
think there has been too much classified skirt hiding, as Mr. Moss’
| Subcommittee of thig committee indicated. I, for one, would need
| Some very compelling reason to leave in on page 2 of the bill lines
. 20 and 21, the statement that—the exemption of equipment “for
| national defense and security. I would need very compelling reasons.
- Mr. Cameeerr, Of course, I agree with you a hundred percent. T
' think the idea of classification can be overdone. It can be very dan-
gerous in many cases, Woe thought that where the Administrator of
GSA has discretion and not the head of the agency, that we might
explore these exemptions very carefully or he would explore them
very carefully, : e T R :
Mr. RoseNTHAL. Do you think he should have that option or that
| the Congress in enacting this bill should have that option of where
-the exemptions should lie? L , o
. Mr. Camenerr. T think if Congress had the option, it might be a
lot stronger; but I do not think from an operating viewpoint it would
be practical. T think he has to make these decisions on day-to-day
basis. I do not think that can be done if you had to have prior con.
gressional approval. o : - e

we have a major equity built up :i‘nkthe#aequipment today. We would o

EXEMPTION OF AGENCIES

~_Mr. Rosenrmar. You think we should give the Administrator of
GS% tlh?e prerogative to decide which agencies should be exempt under
~ thebill? R i
| Mr. CameBers. That is right with respect to the special installations
- we are discussing. - ‘ . ,

Mr. RoseNTHAL. Those special installations you say would not
a,pplsji& go the Department of Defense but might apply to CTA or
NA ? E . i R N N

_Mr. CampBerr, CTA would be one certainly. Then within Defense,
NSA would be another. I do not think there is anything in ARC that
would require exemption, FR : ; v
Mr. Manoney. There are certain other intelligence activities in
the Department of Defense. i '
Ir. RosenTHATL. From recent events, it seems the Department, of
Defense has enough trouble picking a.irplanes,',muchkless computers,
That sounds light. I do not mean it that way. T would need a lot
more convincing before being‘willing to leave any exclusions in this
bill at the moment, R
I. LAMPBELL. That is why we emphasized we think the Adminis-
trator should be closely in touch with the President on this. That is
the level at which it should be considered. T do feel that it would be




