o féel‘shoul’d;exisit in government?

o language revisions in the draft of the bill?
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. Mr. Romsrerp. Thank you, My, Chairman. I certainly want to

_ Join the othet members of the subcommittee in welcoming all three of
these distinguished gentlemen tothe committee today. -~ oo aiirnel

T am certainly proud to have a prominent resident of the 13th Dis-
trict to joinus.” I have one or two questions, - - i S

. Do you feel that this bill adeq”ﬂla;f;elykdes-v‘c-ribe‘js.fthefcliﬂmazte that you

- Mr. Brack. Well, let me say first

Mr. Rumsrerp. Or better yet, do you have specific sugge&tlons for i

Mr. Brack. Well, let me say first 1in responding to your re

that T am glad to see the Congressmen from my own district taking
vmt{ezjfest;inf‘legislati‘onj‘ofthi;,s.‘kmd.v I think the legislation goesfarin =
~the right direction. Whether you can say “adequately” is something -

that I think will depend on the final bil] you draft. T think the im-

_portant thing is that 1t turns the situation around and puts a respon-
~ sibility on the agencies to justify their suppression or withholding of =
-, The problem now—as has been pointed out by

mber of people

in the past, including Congressman Moss—is that the legislation which

/13 on the books often has done just the opposite of what it was in- o
‘tended to do. Instead of disclosing information it has been used asa

means of stifling information. The provisions i

‘the original act -

~have been cited as a basis for withholding. T,he'"hoﬁSékeepingfstatute S

‘situation was pretty well cleared up as a major obstacle, but then so
many times the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act, which
~were intended to make information available have been used for just

the opposite. IR e e e
I think there are perhaps more qualifications in here than ideally

- ognize the justification of some of—or most of-—the claims for exemp-
tions that are made here. The important thing, I think, is that you

‘kind, which 1s not presently available, Gt L T e s
_ Mr. Rumsrrrp. You read the Department of Justice’s testimony
here, and, of course, the essence of that was, No. 1, that such a bill

- do have some recourse, or you would have under legislation of this

could not be drafted. It simply could not put words on paperto cover

 the circumstances, and No. 2, that if the bill was drafted, it ‘was un-
- constitutional.  You've addressed yourself to those two oints some-

what. T wonder if you could comment on something that came up

subsequent to that testimony about press photos and the desirability

of permitting greater freedom of information in terms of press photos, e

which is not speoiﬁcallycoy&red,;ilithis bill. S
Do you feel that this is an area where the Government denies access

~ to prémises so that photos can be taken, ‘which is somewhat in the

_same area, but not directly in point, because t,hef,opportunity?to; take -

 apictureisn’t really a public record as such.

; Mr. Brack. I don’t see that really as a part of this prdblemf.f{*Itkiysg a
had the same problem in connection with some of the administrative

agencies which have quasi-judicial authority, but that ‘isanothei% ques-

tion which T think should not be involved in thislegislation,

roblem in itself, but it relates primarily to the courts. Wehave




