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CLarg, J., dissenting. 360 U.8.

It is regrettable that my brother CLARK should have
so far yielded to the temptations of colorful characteriza-
tion as to depict the issue in this case as being whether a
citizen has “a conatitutional right to have access to the
Government’s military secrets,” and to suggest that the
Court’s action today requires “the President’s Cabinet
members to revoke their refusal to give” the petitioner
“access to military secrets,” despite any views they may
have as to his reliability. Of course this decision involves
no such issue or consequences. The basic constitutional
issue is not whether petitioner is entitled to access to
classified material, but rather whether the particular
procedures here employed to deny clearance on security
grounds were constitutionally permissible. With good
reason we do not reach that issue as matters now stand.
And certainly there is nothing in the Court’s opinion
which suggests that petitioner must be given access to
classified material.

MR. JusticeE CLARK, dissenting.

To me this case is both clear and simple. The
respondents, all members of the President’s Cabinet,
have, after a series of hearings, refused to give Greene
further access to certain government military informa-
tion which has been classified “secret.” The pertinent
Executive Order defines “secret” information as

“defense information or material the unauthorized
disclosure of which could result in serious damage
to the Nation, such as by jeopardizing the interna-
tional relations of the United States, endangering the
effectiveness of a program or policy of vital impor-
tance to the national defense, or compromising
important military or defense plans, scientific or
technological developments important to national
defense, or information revealing important intelli-




