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bursements had been made prior to that time out of
general appropriations. Although a specific appropria-
tion was eventually made for this purpose, it could not
conceivably constitute a ratification of the hearing pro-
cedures, for the procedures were in no way involved in the
Speclal relmbursement program 2.

© %0 At the heafings to which we bave been referred, the following
passage from the testimony of the Department of Defense repre-
sentative constitutes the only description made to the Committee
concerning the procedures used in the Department’s clearance
program:

~ “In connection with the procurement programs of the Department
of Defense, regulatlons have been prescribed to provide uniform
standards and criteria for determining the eligibility of contractors,
contractor employees, and certain other individuals, to have access
to classified defensz information. The regulations also establish ad-
ministrative procedures governing the disposition of cases in which
a military department, or activity thereof, has made a recommenda-
tion or determination (a) with respect to the denial, suspension, or -
revocation of a clearance of a contractor or contractor employee;
and (b) with respect to the denial or withdrawal of authorization
for access by certain other individuals.

“While ‘the Department of Defense assumes, unless information
to the contrary is received, that all contractors and contractor
employees are loyal to the Government of the United States, the
responsibilities of the Military Establishment necessitate vigorous
application of policies designed to minimige the security risk incident
to the use of classified information by such contractors and contractor
employees. Accordingly, measures are taken to provide continuing
assurance that no contractor or contractor employee will be granted
a clearance if available information indicates .that the granting of
such clearance may not be clearly consistent with the interests of
pational security. At the same time, every possible safeguard within
the limitations of national security will be provided to ensure that
no contractor or contractor employee will be denied a clearance
without an opportunity for a fair hearing.”. Id., at 774.

This description hardly constitutes even notice to the Committee
of the nature of the hearings afforded. Thus the appropriation could
not “plainly show a purpose to bestow the preeise authority which
is claimed.” Ez parte Endo, 323 U. 8. 283, 303, n. 24. Likewise,



