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MRg. Justice ForTas, concurring. -

I concur in the opinion of the Court. Reversal is
dictated because the interrogatories which petitioner re-
fused to answer offend the First Amendment. Shelton
v. Tucker, 364 U. S. 479 (1960). (They also pass the
outermost bounds of reason. No agency may be permit-
ted to require of a person, subject to heavy penalty,
sworn essays as to his “attitude toward the form of gov-
ernment of the United States” or “full particulars,” under
oath, without time limit, as to contributions made and
functions attended with respect to 250 organizations.)
I agree that since Congress did not specifically authorize
a personnel screening program, authority to impose pro-
cedures of the comprehensive type here involved, neces-
sarily impinging on First Amendment freedoms, may
not be inferred from dubious general language. The
fault, however, is not that there was an inadequate or
improper delegation, but that Congress did not authorize
the type of investigation which was launched. Needless
to say, Congress has constitutional power to authorize
an appropriate personnel screening program and to dele-
gate to executive officials the power to implement and
administer it. See United States v. Robel, — TU. S.
— (1967).

Mgr. JusTICE STEWART, agreeing with the separate
views of Mr. Justice Fortas, concurs in the judgment..




