. :assistants,
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- oF lawor policy”is mot applicable if such documents deal with law or policy in the

context of specific’ facts. This argument would convert such work product of -

- the professional staff of the Commission, and of the Commissioners themselves;
- into ptblie documents,  We -do not see what purpose ‘would be served by giving
the general public access to ‘such material or to such o't’her:memo'randumsnas5‘

‘those recording conferences among the[(}ommissioners,' between the Cominission . -

‘and. the staff, or between epresentatives of this and those of other agencies, such
‘a8 the Department of J ustice;frelating---toc;aslpeciﬁc.faetual Situations. We can See
‘mo reason why such memorandums exchanged \b_etw-een'-'Cqmmis;;si}pnerswandﬁ;the
—staff should be treated differently from those between Federal judges and their

The pmpose_d: amen@meqts,also woﬁld au‘thorize" ,’districtfﬂco‘urts- to order the

of an in-camera inspection by the judge. e s T T e TR
Finally, we suggest that Subsection (a) of the bill be amended by inserting

- tthe words “and Agency” immediately after‘,“Department”,i"n the firgt line ‘ther’ebf/ i

~(line 5, p.1 of ‘the 'bill) and inserting the words “or Agency” immediately after
“Department” in the third line thereof (line 7, p. 1). h_is suggestion is made

“on the assumption fhat' subsection (c) is intended to permit agencies as well ag

+departments to maintain the confidentiality of material in the exempted cate-

- gories. The present structure of the hill may give rise to arguments tl‘la"tt‘he,f CR

- Rerry From Sermorive SERVIOE SystEM

: e SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM,‘ i
L e e D - Washington, D.0., May 7, 1965,
‘Hon. JouNn B, Moss, : : e B e

“Chairman, Forez’yn\omemtions ‘ond Government Informwtion‘Subaomméz;t\te‘a’ of the

-Committee on ‘Government. Operations, Rayburn House Ofice Building,
~WasMng:ton,~D.0. T I ~ B e

~“the Revised Statutes with respect to the authority of Federal officers and agen-
weles to With’:hpid’ ‘information,and limit -the‘avail‘abiiliity; of records. TR

‘heretofore protected from disclosure by law or regulation, - T v
L HLR. 5012 includes .an ‘exception from disclosure of personnel and mediecal

‘files and similar matters the disclosure of Wwhich would constitute a clearly un-
"warranted invasion of Dersonal privacy. That language appears to assure the

~confidentiality of registrant files essential to the continyed: operation of Selective
“Service, : R AT S N e o ‘
- 'With that exception included, the “bill, if - it became law, would ‘permit the -
Selective Service: System to continue to obtain from registrants the information
‘mecessary for their proper elassiﬁcation which is bagic to the proper "select‘iop :

_“the operations of ‘the “System\thaf“I*have to oppose its enactment, The bill
would protect "frfomfiiisélosure only those internal‘,agenc‘y working papers which

In another respect, ‘however, a provision of the bill would 80 adversely affect

-are interagency ‘or intraagency memorandums or letters dealing Solely with

- Mattersof law or policy, This restriction ig far too narrow. It would leave
- -available to the piiblic ‘practically everything reduced to writing other than such ;




