~iscorrect,isitnot !

S fnumber that would not be revealing of anythmg
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perted on tw1ce So, e ‘h}* tlme ‘the computer’

- individual'and ask a new set of questions. S «
~ tors themselves may not know the name, even thoug yrmation
~relating to that person will never come out. under | his name but only

to vemfy {back the ;fj‘ o
ough the opera-

as a statistic, the system still has to know; h'sfname T believe that -

- Mr. PACKARD T donot thlnk the Whole system Wou]d have to know o
" hisname. I think the egency contrlbutmg the mformatlen Weuld need S
to know hisname. Sl

Mr. ForsyrH. By “s stem,” T meant 'ohe onemain computer :
‘Mr. Packarp. No; I do not think so. I think you eould have

 automatic altering of numbers and setting up anew system of’ numbersj‘,:tf -

so they would not be tied to the social security number. -
For purposes of consolidation, you could assig

 would go back to the same building block.

| any 1nd1V1dual a
out hlm except thls :

Mr. Forsyra. Within that computer. - Somewhere in the central i

system, some group of people heve to have a code Whmh codes that
- number to the person. = e : S
- Mr. Packarp, It should e the. depart‘ en or acre'
~ the information in the first place. T thir

When there is a-central knowledge of t.
~ Mr. Forsyra. The problem with t
~in information, some of which is duplic

¢y ‘that Suplelled -

yeu “do get’ the hazard

into‘a central computer, and if it 1s ‘set up-under a new number, then = : -i :
you have the same numbet reportmg twice, with some duplicatloﬂ PR

So the same: number has to come each ,tlme

f‘em computer to com-'_[,
puter. ' st

Mr. PACKARD That I thlnk Would be' the heart of the ‘problem.:" =

" T do not know the technicalities of it. I think this would be. @ goodi i
~ point to explore with computer experts rather than with me. b
 Mr. Horton. I think one of the points you are trying to meke is 1f s

- there is any way to disperse the information within the computer‘ :

- guard totheindividual.

L ‘bas1s for the Congress perhaps, or whoever is in control of this syste

}_ 'taxpayer o

bank, this at least would be some type of safeguard, just as the dis-
s ,.persal of this information now Wlthout computers 18 somewha

~Mr. Packarp. That is ceri‘ect, yes, sir.
 Mr. HORTON You do not know techmcall
‘;phshed

"ih;ovv thls can be aceom—f; ,,

One other thmg 1 Wanted to ask you abeut." :Do you feel there i ""f“'ap_ " ;;J |

limiting or having a limit placed on it as to Whet daﬁa can ‘be' plaéed: .

~ inthebank? Do you see what ITmean?

~ Mr. Pacxarp. Yes, I ‘think this s] ould be a concern of tlns com:- ',_ff
* mittee. What typeof data can be properly and safely put mto central e

data systems should be a concern of this committee.

My own feeling is that you are getting into danger as S00n 28 you get G
any data that can be 1dent1ﬁed m terms of an 1nd1V1dua1 cmZen or

Mr. Horron. You made the pomt w1th retf.erence to the census, that
7, in ‘the - begmmng, just a; mmération of the popula—
_tion, but now 1t has gotten into a

' -thought I was trymg to fellow Wlth you Wi': 1

it was baswally

sonal ‘questions. The .
, espect to this is Whether G



