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Mr. Liepuine. Not necessarily. It depends upon the factors we
would use.

Mr. CuLver. But you would feel it perfectly compatible with your
responsibilities under this legislation to carve out an exception?

Mr. Liesrine. Yes, we would.

We have positions that would be designated as sensitive under
the program. Also, the facilities’ sensitivity would be taken into
conslderation.

The man’s specialty need not be relevant, if we consider the factors
as we now have them, and which we suggested to you, we consider all
the factors in the Industrial Security Program, which I will swing
over into the Industrial Defense Program, so I would have the same
factors applicable regardless of the man’s employment.

Mr. Corver. I have nothing further.

The Cuarman. Thank you very much, all of you.

Myr. Lizering. Thank you very much.

Mr. Smrra. We have a letter dated April 29, 1968, expressing the
views of the Department of Defense with respect to the bill H.R.
15626; a letter dated April 29, 1968, expressing the views of the
Department of Defense with respect to a bill H.R. 15018 ; a letter dated
April 29, 1968, expressing the views of the Department of Defense
with respect to the bill H.R. 15336 ; and a letter dated April 23, 1968,
expressing the views of the Department of Defense with respect to
the bill H.R. 15828.

The CralRMAN. I now direct that the said letters from the Office of
the General Counsel of the Department of Defense be inserted in the
record at this point.

(The documents referred to follow:)




