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4 2 THE COMPUTER AND [NVASION' OF PRIVACY

~ havethe right of appeal; so that be can insure the ac“c}lr'acy'an&%eﬂm-,
, ,épletenessof his dossier. . R R G
. 'These are SOMe of the questions to which we are seeking answers.
We believe t! at once both gides—the need 'f(f)r'steohnolo‘gical advance
~and the right of pr»',vacyfe—have ;;bee,n::p‘feés@efn‘ﬁedzbefore this subcom-
mittee, their inseparability will become obvious, and a sense of balance

‘which & pq;rson.may have the right to examine his own file, or atl%st

.

hopetully will be achieved.

~ The:issue is not whether & stapistical data bank can be established
- mor whether it _would]bei beneficial. A ‘statistical‘ data bank can be
~established and great benefits canbe derived from it. e S
However, there appears tobe a | reat imbalance between technology

on the one Jhand, and the fl’aw'.iahd public interest on the other. The
;?,1‘?ss11e,_is,fthere’f‘ore,‘ can we achieve a balance so as to assure that tech-

‘nological progress will serve man and that man’s free will will ‘domi-

: ngte 1? the newenvironméﬁﬂthaﬁ the computer 18 rapidly bringing
about? SEERENE e ' AT
ke iMx‘-,‘Bos,\enthal,youhayéfﬁkstaatemeﬂﬁ P S )

TATEMENT OF HON. BENJAMIN S. ROSENTHAL, A REPRESENTA-
M RO\SENTHAL;*MT:.: Ghmrman, at the ‘outset, of our second sefies
) of-‘.hearings,jl‘ would like to reaffirm 1 apprecia‘tion of your efforts,
and Chairman Dawson’s wisdord in establishing thisspecial inquiry.

T believe we have already had considerable impact—and creative in-
brings honor to the’fentire Committee ‘on Government -

- My ‘own personsjl:reactmn- to t‘hefproposal‘iéf(ir o National Data .
Center Was, T supposes similar torthajt~of'mdsticitizens*‘—intense‘a,ppfeii sii Y
hension at the prospect of still more invasions of personal privaey. - n
 go many areas techn logical progress;is beiﬁgtsécured ‘at the expense
of personal liberty. The pr -ected National Data Center seems an
almost t00 fitting gymbol f;d‘r"ithat'development. And yet, I admit,
~ there is the continual danger of excessive reaction and inordinate fear.
~ For the problem of balancing the benefits and costs of progress is
subtle and ‘requires careful study and prudent judgment. P

~1 approach the issue with initial skepticisn. T have yet to be con-
vinced of the necessity for @ central bank of highly ersonal data on
all American citizens. I have yet to learn why each agency cannot
. maintain its oW files. AndI find it hard to believe that the fmproved
efficiency afforded by;the;Center' Would.oﬁtWeifgh the clear risks. v

 Even with the most precise safeguards, we must continue to askour-
gelves certain basic questions. Is the increased threat to p’efrsonal Tib-
erty too great 8 price to pay for the anticipated e¢fficiency andz'pmgi'?ﬁess‘é
Are WefSa'eriﬁc'mg too many aspects of our personal Jives for limited
objectives? Does the additional knowledge We might gain yielc
benefits to society ‘greater“‘rthan the losses to the individual? S
T intend to ask these questions of all witnesses before this commit-
tee. 1 willnotbes tisfied with any witnesses who favor the establish-

ment of 2 Nationa;l Data Center and who tail to answer such questions

satisfactorily. “1 propose to in%mre if adequate aafeguards can be
formulated so that we can benefit from the growth of technology in




