- bewhat was referred to here as an “electronic garbage disposal
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- YWhat T am speaking of is, is it possible to establish such acentral

~ data bank Without‘personal‘identiﬁga,tion: B T e
- Myr. Rugerss. 1 would think that for the ‘Va:st'ma‘jori’tyof'réCOr‘ds
this would be true, yes. o ERREL A gt e

~ Mr. Garnagaer, Would you recommend that be do‘ﬂé? Dt

Mr. Rucarzs. If each individual were assigned a number instead.

‘Mr. GALLAGHER. You are still leaving his fingerprints on your
~ record. . L ' I e S
" Mr. Ruccres. That is right. You must link records. In order to
link records, you need some form of identification. Lot
- Mr. Garagaer. Then it is impossible to set up a central data bank
~without eliminating the identification of an individual? =~

Mr. Rucerns. Or company or any other unit with which you >are ey

 dealing.

- Mr. (HALLAGHER. Therefore, personal idéhtiﬁt;ation would have to o

be a significant factor in establishing your central data bank?

“Mr. Rueares. I would say in order to proc ss information, this is - S

~ correct. There has to bé?fsgmeidehﬁi; cation of a unit; otherwise you
~would have no idea whether you had dup you

licates in your system; you -

would Have no idea as to whether you had coverage of the same group e

* of people or the same establishments from different sources. I,§; would

“Mr. RosextaaL. There is no way to refine the input in thlssophlsm- i

_ ¢ated machinery to eliminate thatinadvance? -~ = R
~ Mr. Rucerrs. It would be very simple, as suggested here, to have
a key that would assign a 1 .w identification number to each unit that
you were using so that there would be no vigible connection between -
any record you had’aﬁa:.@ﬁy%memingfulﬂ identification. S
" Mr. GarracHEr, But if you had a key, you could matech it up?’
 Mr. Rocerms. Thatisright. Il T e G
 Mr. RosextaaL. The kéycouldcoht*rol@gmﬁp of individuals’so-we
would have no way to break it down as to who the individual invelved
Tt doesn’t make sense to me at all.  In other words, you say there is
" no way of elifmina}tiﬁg-thé‘,posrsibility of error being fed twice into the
machine without individual information? o T T ST R R
Mr. Ruceres. You see, one of the problems in bringing records to-

~ gether that you are trying to match, is to make sure, that the recordsdo e

in fact refer to the same unit. Supposing you have one set of records

that tells about the employment of the husband. Another set of rec-
ords tells about, the employment of the wife. You have to bring the
records of that household together so that you can see what effect cer-
tain factors may have upon the participation of the wife in the labor
force. 'This means there has to be some method of identifying a honse- -

_ hold. This may be an address. " In many cases it wouldn’t be a name.

 The address is used in the case of establishments very often because

' many times a name 1s ambiguous. ' A name is only one piece of infor- -
- mation about a.unit. ‘ N ‘ o e

Mr. GALLAGHER. The name is nqt ambiguous to the bearer of the o

- name. e R O e
‘Mr. Rucenes. Often it is spelled differently.  Sometimes the first
name is used instead of the last name or the mddle name.

Mr. Garracuer. To me it is not an ambieuous situation for youto i

‘haveallof my records. Iknow you have my records.



