 which are

~ aspectofthe——

. curred in
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~ Mr. Rumsrerp. The only other point I would like to com‘mentféni';ﬁ e
~it’s been suggested that there wot a T S i-
- sance requests or frivolous requests for great volumes of material, and

1d be a rash of nuisance suits or nul- . f

in this connection, it was discussed that some sort of reasonable user’s

. fees would possibly be appropriate and conceivably might reduce the
number of frivolous requests for ‘information. Do’ you have any

thoughts on the concept of user’s fees?

M, Brack. Well, I don’t see the p ‘
~suits as a very real threat, and 1 think before ;yofuimpose_any‘_:;{usér’s_

ossibility of a rash of nuisance A

fee, it would be advisable to have some experience. It’s possible that

it may be a nuisance to some agencies or officials who would rather not
~ divulge this information at all, but. lookin : ! ‘
of the public, I don’t think that a,nybovdnyfL  doesn’t have a legitimate

o at it from the standpoint ik

interest in these records is going to the trouble or ‘the expense of «;xk

‘bringing a suit just to be a nuisance.
~ The term, I guess, is relative, and |

~ an official who doesn’t want to be bothered or whether you are a repre-
~ sentative of the public who has a legitimate interest in some records

- .

 ganization spending a lot of time or a lot of money going around pry- A

being denied.. ‘But I can’t see any ordinary citizen or or-

~ ing open records just to be doing it. I think that people would have i

- a legitimate interest before they asked to see it, and certainly,
~ they go the full route of bringing a suit. R
~ Mr. Romsrerp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
~ Mr. Moss. Mr. Griffin. .~ Ll

~ whoare accompanying you toourhearing.
~ Mr.Brack. Thankyou. e s
Mz, Grrrrrv. And this, fortunately, 1s one of

" ‘there is bipartisan support of this legislation. T think, follo

efore :
Mr. GrrrriN. I want to ]om,MrBlack, in ngcomiiig you and those :

wmg-‘ S

/along.the,questioin that Mr. Rumsfeld asked, we have, in this blll,the
requirement that all records bgg;mfadepromptly, available to any per- .
~ - son, and we have had criticism from some of the witnesses that maybe

w

" thisistooboard. There hasbeen a suggestion that it should belimited

~to any citizen, and, of course, the witnesses from the departments have
‘asked that it be limited to any person ‘who has a proper interest or -

i “something of that nature. I take it that you feel that it ‘should be - o

this very broadest language, or do you have any commment on that .

Mr. Brack. I think',‘i‘t,-Sii'c‘i;Lﬂ(fbé a b 0adas1t caﬁiféasonztb‘lfy be

- made without inviting any particular problems which perhaps have

 beén called attention to here in previous testimony but which doesn’t

~occur to me at the moment. I think that one of the problems of the
 present legislation, as I said, is this reference to interested persons or.

© theproperpersons. iR g
~ This leaves too much diseretion and leeway in the hands of the
- agencies to decide who has a proper interest..

&2 : L -

t in knowing what is goingon.

interes

. has ; 'Our position is thata
izen of the United States—and this is 1§1is~(}ove';fnm§ntf—havs aproper

T might say that this has been one of the experiences that has oc-

States in the adoption of open record legislation. ‘Tcanrecall

 that I was with a newspaper in Tennessee when legislation of this

o kind was first proposed there, and there were all sorts of dire warnings



