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Mr. GALLAGHER. Do you have any cost estimates at all on this sort
of thing? S AR o ST
" Mr. Gararr. The scrambler which we have looked into was rela-

tively simple and was not tremendously fex¥ensive. I do not have the
exact figures av ilable at the moment. “would like to make the
distinction between the type of seramblers that would be required for
very highly sensitive information which could possibly be compro-
mised and which would be of such sensitivity that the threats to 1t
would be so great that it would require these types of tremendous
protective devices, as opposed to a much lesser type of protective device
which we feel in the Building Block One context, with the type of
modules we have on Building Block One, would be adequate for the
purposes. - T might mention some of the other factors which we anticl-
pate developing as modules for Building Block One. I have spoken of
the facsimile system, the development of 2 mt)re'mpid_reS%p(msefsitua— -
tion within the division of identification. Thave spoken of the fraudu-
lent check module. I would like also to speak of the development; of 2
single fingerprint module, which gives me an opportunity to mention
that we have considered in this system the problem of s neezing geog-
raphy so we have information sharing despite the miles between inde-
‘pendent agencies, and we have spoken also of the vertical dimension
in terms of the various agencies of criminal justice which all have
similar goals and operate "1 reference to the same types of persons
and the same individuals 1n many cases. T would like to mention also
the third dimension, which is one unique to our development, in our
opinion ; that is, the application of science and technology to develop-
ing better operational techniques. We are well aware of the famous
computer caveat, GIGO or garbage In and garbage out. We did a
system analysis of the problem of latent or Scene of the crime finger-
~ prints and we found that these were much less effective than they
“should be. The public has been lulled into a false sense of security
in terms of the utilization of scene of the crime prints by law enforce- Z
ment people. SR : E SRR e T
‘Mr. GALLAGHER. This was not the same crooked computer you hadin
New York, was it, that was used to sell passing marks to police?
“Mr. Lumsagp. Thatis news to me. i L o
Mr. GAaLLAGHER. I read a story about a person taking a civil service
examination and a. friend stood next to the computer and pub in the
right answers. It is one of the weaknesses of the system that I some-
~ times find. Not only can you take bad information out but you can e
put the wrong information m." R S N N
~ Mr. LUMBARD. ‘That happened in New York? S
Mr. GALLAGHER. 1t was in the New York Daily News. :
Mr. LuMBARD. About a computer in the New York State Civil
Service System? S iy ~ A AR e
Mr. GALLAGHER. About a computer that was grading civil service
oxaminations. . A e LT
Mr. Liomsarp. In New York State?
Mr. GALLAGHER. Y es. i R Y ;
Mr, Lunmsarp. 1 would very much appreciate that clipping because
thatisnewstome. ' 2% L e O
My, GALLAGHER. It Wasnews, the Daily News. o o
Mr. Garrari. I think we can all agree if you“put'?ga;rbage into a
computer you will get garbage out. You do not get anything more
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