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Further to my memorandum of March 1 outlining the course of yes­
terday's discussion with the Commissioners, there are set out below a number
of points which you might wish to consider using in expanding on the more
general arguments that I used on March 1 when you and Gordon Robertson have
an opportunity to speak informally to the Commissioners.

2. I should say first of all that a clear ruling on the matter of
identification and physical access to files must be established quickly if
we are to avoid confusion. I am informed that the ROMP, who appeared yes­
terday afternoon before the Commission, gave no support whatsoever to our
arguments. They offered’the Commission and staff full access to their files.
In addition, contrary to our understanding, they discussed by name the three
cases of individuals in this Department on which we in the morning had pro­
vided our material with the names blanked out.

3, I cannot think of any more arguments of principle vhich -we can
make on these issues which were not made yesterday. I can only suggest that
you might wish to make some of the same points of principle again.

Li., , There is, however, one argument of an administrative nature that it
might be helpful 'to make. The Commissioners, as I pointed out in ny memo­
randum of March 1, believe that if:they accept our argument on identification,
they would have to admit, if pressed, that the choice of files was left to
this Department and that the selection of material from those files was left
to this Department. Mr. Pratte,for example, said that "to be clear in his
conscience" that he had exercised the responsibilities which he felt he had
been given, he would wish on some occasion to come to the Department and
choose some files at random. I think his desires and ours can be met. It
is purely a matter of an administrative burden. He could come to the Depart­
ment, choose some files and while he was there we could mask identity of them.
Such a choice might cause us problems on the matter of information on a file
provided under specific limitation by a foreign government, but I do not think
that this is likely to happen very often and we could find some way perhaps
of living with it.provided there was a meeting of minds with the Commissioners
that they plan to exercise their right on a relatively limited number of
occasions.
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£. One further point might be developed -which arises out of the
responsibility given by the Government to each deputy head for the security
of his own Department. It seems’ to me a natural consequence of this that
no other Department, including the ROMP, should produce security information
on one of our people for the Commission without us knowing about it (and if
we make ary headway with our argument of principle, such material should be
produced without the name attached). We realize that the administration of
such a system of procedure would be burdensome but we do not think it is
impossible,

6. I am pessimistic that the Commission will accept our stand, .
especially in the light of the unwillingness of other Departments to see
the problem as we see it. I believe, however, that we should make one- more
attempt in order that the Commission be made to realize that the administration
of a personnel security- system in this Department is one of the most trouble­
some problems that have to be faced by the Under-Secretary and that they, the
Commissioners, should not disregard lightly the consequences which could flow
from their decision (a) to treat all personnel security cases in the. Government
service on the same basis, and (b) to fail to reach the most careful balance
between what they regard as their public image on the one hand and the rights
to privacy of individuals-who may by reason of the.conditions of their service
with us have been faced with problems which brought them within the scope of
the Cabinet Directive on Security.
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