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“Mr. PAOKARDu ’l‘hat is a very prevocatwe thought and certa,mly‘ e

| true because the credit bureaus as a matter of function exchange infor-

- mation in a network all across the country.. More than 100 million

~records are tied in bhreugh the exohange of 1nf0rmet10n that is
kavaﬂa:ble. S :
For example, i

and pphes to a store in Connecticut for credit,

- the credit bureau can put in-a request for. the Nebraeka, czred1t ratmg gk

: ;‘lmes, yes, sir.

/ ‘have reser

- -ernment broad-scale stamstme that can he used.

©.case, and even though i

‘on him. Sothisisan interstate operation. .

men from the State of Nebraska moves to thef‘. -

Mr. CORNISH In your experlenee, this mformatmn does cross State‘ B

o lme59
- Mr. PAGKARD Very deﬁmtely

‘,':,lhons ef 1tems a yeer eross Stete‘_l

~ Mr. CorNIsH. Thenk you very. much

- Mr. GatnagaER. Mr. Romney. -

: from your statement that you would have reservamons about-a central
“personnel data center. Do you actually oppose the concept within the
TFederal Government of a central personnel data center for;Gevern»;f :

- mentemployees? : e

- Mr. Pacrarp. Yes. I ‘think in the announcement th

‘Mr. RomNEY. Just one, questlon, Mr. Paekard I thmk we can see

madse, in his enthusiasm he did not put enough emphasis upon : he haz-

_ards involved in terms of human values and the spread of information.

 'He seemed to assume that every bit of information that any branch of
~ the Government gets on an individual should be pooled, I would

ations about that, yes, and would view it with eonmderable L
_«eoneem Iwould hopethat the committee would do that, too : 3%
' Mr. Romney. Thatisall; Mr. Chalrman ' :
. Mr.Garvuseaer. Mr. Forsyth ' ' Lo
~ Mr. Forsyra. Iam a little confused by some of the mlxmg of te
and agencies and ever‘ythmg else. - It seems as though w mixing
- -sensitive and insensitive information together, if there is su f_:- o
~ tinction. We are also mixing the type of people and agencies that cz
“withdraw information. We are also, I think, mlxmg up

it seems to me to be confused a, blt-wWhether or not the names are shnked.' L

“to the information. :

- As T understand it, to go back down the order in reverse, there 1s no

_'way that a central da,ta system can be effective for a multitude of pur-
poses. ‘unless the names are linked to the mformatmn at some point'in
.some computer, even: though perhaps not in the active set of. ﬁles or,

-active tape going through the machine; is that correct?

‘My. Packarp. I donot know,, I thmk if the Bureau of the Budge
- is sincere in what it says is its aim in developing this central data

system, it is not interested in individuals but is 1nteresbed only in Gov-

. Mr. Forsyru. They say that is true, but they sa‘ :
- a system which is responsive to the needs of users be interrogated
'by"a number of different agencies with different questions, the.com-
- puter has to go back to the basi

s not, have to 1dent1fy him by name, it has
‘to identify him by socia securlty number or somethmg S0 the'y, do not
. get duplication of material. »
"~ For instance, when new matemal comes’ m, it has to’ be
; "that partlcular 1nd1v1dual and’ net h1s nelghbor, and 1t eaA :

'}T‘der to bmld "

sic building block, the individual, in each



