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Professor Rurom. T would not use it in its legal sense because the

Federal Government, which is sovereign—I am just being a technical

o lawyer for a minute—does not make contracts with its citizens. It

-may ask them for what it needs and whether they like it or not they

give it. That is the nature of the sovereign, to make laws and people

have to obey. ‘I would prefer to call it a moral contract of what citizens

understand they are being asked for. This information is being asked
“for a purpose and they agree with the purgose and they agree it is
necessary or they would not agree to its use for other things. In that

- sense I think it is a very good phrase because T think it implies what

- most of us feel. ~, e e :
It implies the same thing and again this is not a technical use of
the word “contract” but if you call me up in 3 days and say, “So-

and-so has come in here and is looking for a job. Ishe a good man ?”
~~ You don’t say so but there is implied in the call, a notion that T am

helping you to find & man. T don’t expect you to repeat what I say

to everybody down the street. That 1s not a contract either because

. we did not exchange money and so forth, but it is an understanding.
- I'would be kind of upset if T then saw that you told the press or some-
body else what you have heard fromme, = g P e
I think while we do not want to use the technical word “contract,”
I think that people sense their Government is dealing fairly with
~them is a very important thing. People ought to believe their Gov-

- ernment is treating them fairly and the tax case you gave is a very
1llustration of that. 'T will stick with the word. Glad to use

- good

Mr. Cornism. Thatisall.
Mr. GArraguEer. Mr. Romney

- Mr.Rom~ey. Noquestions.
Mr. GarvagaEr. Mr. Forsyth. iR LI g
Mr. Forsyra. Can T make Just one observation? T think you said

- the economists are not making good use of the material the Census

has now. This very argument has been advanced by the economists
as a full reason behind this data, bank. Somewhere we have to get

- our definitions a little sharper to find how these go together or con-

~ flicet. :
not have that they now need and why they need it. S
Mr. Forsyra. Do you have Mr. Dunn’s report, by the way?

: Pt"OfeSSOr REICHo_'NO, Tdonot. 5

_ Mr. Forsyra. You probably ought to get that béfo‘re:yb‘ﬁ,, write your i

‘brief. Tt mightbe valuable.

~ Professor Rercm. I think it isa ques'tibn you can answer only in the

- concrete, and planning covers everything in the whole counfry.
- Mr. Forsyrm. Itistoobroad todiscuss. o

. Professor Rercm. Should we have a train that can ,}gp from Wash-
ington to Boston in 2 hours? _That is a planning question. I do not
know what we need to know to answer it. I would say '“yes,”" oﬁ'hand,' :

but maybe the answer is “no.”

I think we would agree in most Instances that it is ,}:ikmportant_'to get.

down to specifics about that.
Mr. Forsyrm. That is all.

Mr. Garragrer. Professor, while it is not necessarily germane to

- this hearing, there seems to be a climate of concern now existing in the

e £t e
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- Professor ReicH. I would like to know what finform‘ati"oﬁ' they d1d
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