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If we default on exercising this opportunity and ignore the existence
of such potential problems, the word “people” could become less a
description of individual human beings living in an open society and
more a mere collective noun. Sl T B
It may seem a paradox, but an open society dictates a right to -
privacy among its members, Being aware of tl)]’e Dotential problems
1s the first step in preserving this right, I sincerely thank the subcom-
-mittee for its efforts in this direction., :

r. GALLAGHER. Thank you very much, Mr., Baran, for a Very pro-

- found analysis of the problem as well as something that leaves ug

sitting here with our mouthg open, as we consider in the light of the

- liew technology we possess that “Big Brother” Seems to be an infant in

the year 1966 rather than 1984 if the technology we now Possess were
used for that purpose. : Lol ~
Mr. Baran, would Jyou care to comment—] think you were here

of a system that could be designed for statistical data, collection vis-a-

Vis an intelligence gathering system? Are they inseparable?
~Mr. Baran. The line dividing the two is an extremely fuzzy one.

I think if one wanted to extract intelligenceiinformation from a
statistical system he could. I could think of one example where g

fringe benefits, length of Service, and number of people employed.
This iqformation, was sent to g Very respectable accounting firm,

among its members, asking for infOrmat_ion about, salary, location,

though there were no. people’s names on the tape. - Yet the system
described Yesterday would have people’s names and would have soeial

and thus protect. the so-called individual information ? Sl
Mr. Barawn, Tt you say I know all the questions I want to agk in the

- future, perhaps. But if you don’t, that means you have to keep the :
information in raw form.  Thisis the most efficient, way of keeping it. o




