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from Government to the America

, , ican people. As responsible journ
- casters are closely identified wit ‘the interest of the public :

Information that is, or of right ought to be, publi
. While it is recognized that one of the basic p ‘ e A
Procedure as to require agencies to keep the public inf med:
~ proceedings the several -agencies, there has been legitimate
years that the exceptions and qualification ’
“the act have served in som ‘
has a legitimate interest;
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The problems of the mination of news by the Govern--
-ment have been before the Congress for seve: 1. years. In the 85th Congress an e
amendment to the “housekeepin U.8.C. 22) was enacted to prevent
© ' agencies 3 atut S 4 basis for withholding information. NAB :
- endorsed and active ) that m 1 '
defining in adequate terms a general public info
- agencies have not been successful, . e
An informed people, capable of self-governm
~can democracy. Not only must-voters have. i
~the qualifications of their elect (SN

) TS ar ante -govern . ~Many a
retained by the people. Supergovernm reaucratic
intrigue are foreign to the genius of America, s LT e

. We recognize the need for carefully designed exception v which H.R. 5012
"i'ncludes-., The NAB does not propose, and no responsible -journalist proposes,

. . that our ‘Govrnment lay  the national security. bare to .potential ‘enemies,

'Neither do we seek to disrupt the orderly procedures. of'government to expose oy
information which is private in nature. Thus we view section 161(c) (4)asan

essential part of the bill. S S T s B SR S

.. In the broadeastin 1dustry, there are increasing demands from the licensing

agency for informa of a confidential business nature. Th

‘concerns financial activities and business operations. At p

0.417 of the rules of the TFederal Communications Commission

- s not-open to public inspect i li

1e Internal Revenue Code which provides that, for

ax returns are not open to examination and inspection.-
. The subcommittee should make clear its intent in approving this legislation that
~.section 161 (c) (4) excepts from operation of the act all information submitted

in confidence pursuant to statute or administrative rules or regulations, the dis-
. closure of which would be a violation of personal privacy. : et
s Over the years there have been numerous instances of unjustifiable ‘Wwithhoeld- -
. ing of information by governmental offices. . Some cases a ‘ ious—oth

.+ Simply ludicrous. The natural enemies of an’ informed p are secrecy with-
* out legitimate reason, automatic ‘overclassification, “le nonymous: spokes- -
. an, “handouts” that do not tell the whole story, and old-fashioned laziness.
. Some officials find it easier to draw the blinds than to keep the house in order,

and complaisant newsmen find it easie Tely on handouts and leaks than to
-seek the whole truth. s DRI B e g
-~ The spirit of the proposed law, we b lieve, is far more portant than its
letter.  In some way there must be infused in ) -all branche ~of government - a
dedication to disclosure of the ner: “Every officer of
government should know that Sduty.to conceal only that which the law o
law requires be concealed. = A se belongs to the people. - The doctrine of
freedom of information ought to be confirmed in law. REEE (R L
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DEAR M. Moss: The Green Bay Press-Gazette, for man
~ that public agencies should have ‘no .secre

¥ years, has insist
~ limited circumstances spelled out as specifica

ts from citizens except under very
lly as possible. S R




