I do this on' occasion here. You have dlﬂicultles oooaswnally be-

tween Members of Congress and witnesses. when we are giving them a

bad time. In those kinds of circumstances, sometimes those people bring
in a big book and they want to put it in the record. I tell them‘we will
‘apprecmte that for the committee, we graciously take it; put it'in a
nice area, where it can be consuiered at leisure. T don’t prmt that as
a part of the record because some third party mlght want to look at it.
If it is that thick and has this much of one viewpoint, ‘one posi-
‘tion, you will neyer get through it. I think it makes for a more ob-
jective hearing, for a fairer presentatlon of the facts, if they are in

such shape that people—not just the members of the committes that

are directly concerned or the members of your orcramzatlone—but some
third party can look at it and it makes sense. If it is 85,000 pages, you
. havelereated a beaumful document that hes no usefulness to Very many

- people e '
T wish you would conmder that I 1ust oannot beheve that the pubhc
, mterest is necessarily served by allowing everybody in the world to fill
up a record that really obscures the facts and makes more difficult a
real evaluatlon of the varymo v1ewp01nts, presentatlons and issues of

o a, oiven case.

- Mr. Crapserping, I qulte agree W1th you, sir, but I do atmm Say thafw. v
we are dealing with laywers that are interested in the delay, in con~
stant delay and Waltmg for the best opportumty for them to presenta :
their situation. =

Mr. Brooks. I wou]d hOpe that the Commlssmn Would conmder thet e
Tt might be—

Mr. Stiziwern, If I may, Mr Chalrman Mr Cheseldme has only‘ ‘

dealt with some of these big cases, but we do heve many proecedures for
modified procedure in the handhng of cases with special procedures,
~ by special orders, which the parties reduce their evidence to writing.

- I would like to ask Mr Cheseldme to expand on that. He 18 the ex-
pert in the field. T o
Mr. TrOMPSON: I Would 1mag1ne any tlme you could have aoree-
ment between the; partles they could stlpulate how these ma,tters Woulde
be handled. :

Basically, what you are saymg' is that one party Would not agr ee:
~to a stipulation and he wants to get it in the record primarily as a
method of delaymg the proceedlngs And this 1s ‘his purpose and'
intent. - .
. If this is hls purpose and intent, Mr. Chalrman, I thmk you are
‘absolutely right, that something should be done to, put a stop to it,

because it does clutter up the record and it is difficult for an: observer, i
a casual observer, whether he be a Memiber of Congress— ,

Mr. Brooxks. Or a small litigant but, a party i n mterest

Mr. Taompson. That is rlght . e

Mr. CHESELDINE. In the case you have been refermng to there was
? lot of money mvolved and they are g01n0' to ﬁght 1t mght down the

ne. .
o If we don’t hear it, they are gomg to court and it will be thrown
back at us. That is what our problem is. You can’t throw thmgs out
you don’t know about..
- Mr. Brooks. You know that old saying, “Justlce delayed is Jusmce
- demed ? and it certainly delaysalot of it. | i




