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BY ALLAN RABINOWITZ
An act of Congress designed to 

protect the “fundamental right” 
of privacy has caused some 
unexpected problems.
Congress passed the Privacy 

Act of 1974-which went into effect 
late last m onth-to give an 
individual access to information 
collected about him by federal 
agencies and to give him control 
over what other agencies that 
information can be sent to and 
how it is used. But it turns out 
that by enacting the Privacy Act, 
Congress has limited its own 
access to information legitimate
ly necessary to provide service to 
its constituents.
An additional problem, in the 

eyes of some, is that the agencies 
which have abused information 
in the past--the law enforcement 
agencies--are exempt from all or 
many parts of the act.
Under the Privacy Act, no 

federal agency may disclose 
personal information about 
someone without that person’s 
permission. Members of Con
gress have complained, since the 
implementation of the Privacy 
Act, of not being able to answer 
simple questions for constituents 
because federal agencies will not 
give them the necessary informa
tion.
Rep. Philip Sharp (D-IN) com

plained that under the new act, he 
"can’t answer a question about a 
social security problem or a 
pension matter or an emergency 
military leave.” One Congress
man said that it may take up to 
eight weeks for an agency to 
respond to an information re
quest that could formerly be 
handled by phone.
The Office of Management and 

Budget (OMB), which lays out 
the guidelines for the Privacy 
Act, stated that the language of 
the act "does not authorize the 
disclosure of a record to mem
bers of Congress acting in their 
individual capacities without the 
consent of the individual.”
OMB’s interpretation, insisted 

Rep. William Ford (D-MI) is 
"totally inconsistent with the 
intent of Congress.”

The Privacy Act of 1974 was 
added as an amendment to the 
original Freedom of Information 
Act. There are some m ajor 
differences between the two acts. 
The Freedom of Information Act 
was designed to afford public 
access to certain information 
kept and dispersed by public 
agencies. But the Private Act 
focuses on the right of an 
individual to have access to 
information about himself. This 
includes, but is not limited to, 
information such as a person’s 
education, medical history, crim
inal record or employment his
tory.
Under the Privacy Act, a person 

also has the right to request that 
certain information be taken out 
of his record. The agency which 
holds the record can refuse, but 
the individual has the right to 
appeal that refusal.
Information dealing with crim

inal investigations is exempt 
under the new law, whether the 
agency which holds this informa
tion is a law enforcement agency 
or not. The Internal Revenue 
Service can withhold from an 
individual information concern
ing an investigation of that 
person’s tax returns, even though 
it may be only a civil law that is 
involved.
The CIA is specifically exempt 

from the Privacy Act, and any 
agency whose “principle func
tion” pertains to criminal law or 
law enforcement, is exempt from 
all or part of the law.
Gary Mundt, an aide to Rep. Pat 

Schroeder (D-CO), complained 
that by exempting law enforce
ment agencies, the law exempts 
the agencies that have in the past 
abused information on a person 
the most.
In addition, the law, though 

designed to protect the indivi
dual, “is in fact going to be used 
by bureaucracies as a screen. 
They will use the act as a reason 
why they can’t give out informa
tion or explain their actions,” 
Mundt said.
At least two amendments to the 

Privacy Act make it possible for 
members of Congress to obtain

information without the written 
consent of the individual invol
ved. Sharp of Indiana, co-sponsor 
of one of these amendments, said, 
“I am not aware of any invasions 
of privacy that have occurred 
because of an inquiry by a 
member of Congress.”
On the other hand, Sharp 

pointed out, there are “many 
constituents in my own district 
who were unable to receive a 
satisfactory response from an 
agency until they asked their 
Congressman to intercede.”
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Ever had one of those days 
where youve felt torn in half, 
slightly schizophrenic? If so, and 
you’d like a bit of reasurrance 
that you aren ’t alone, then 
“Undercover Heroes” starring 
Peter Sellers is the movie for you. 
Not to misunderstand- the movie 
does not deal with mental 
disorders, rather Peter Sellers 
plays six characters. (Identity 
crisis, anyone?)

“Undercover Heroes” is one of 
the funniest war-time movies to 
come out in a long time.
The story is set in Paris in 1940 

during the Nazi occupation. It 
revolves around the theme of how 
members of a brothel get rid of 
some Nazi officers and finally 
save Paris from burning. They 
are the “under cover heroes.” 
The movie is made hilariously 

funny by the quick wit and subtle 
humor of the writing staff. It 
made a fine combination with the 
cleverness of Mr. Sellers.
Peter Sellers is fabulous in this 

fast-moving comedy. Mr. Sellers 
portrays six different characters 
in the course of the movie, some 
at the same time. His repertoire 
consists of Adolph Hitler; the 
President of France; a general in 
the French Army; Herr Shroed- 
er; the head of the Paris 
Gestapo; the commander of the 
Imperial Army of Japan; and one 
of the heroes of the show, .Major 
Robinson, an English officer. 
Aiding Sellers in this outstand

ing movie is a fine supporting 
cast. Curt Jurgens portrays the 
head of the Nazi army in Paris; 
Lila Carova is the owner of the 
brothel as well as the undercover 
general Venus; and Rex Stallings 
plays the bumbling American 
aide, Alan Cassell.
Although this film is almost 

flawless, that isn’t what makes it 
enjoyable, it is the fact that this 
is a truly funny movie. Though 
this movie isn’t historically 
factual it sure makes history alot 
more fun to study.
Thanks go to the management 

and staff of the Circus Twin 
Theatres for making our job easy 
and fun.

Alter native

WOMAN UNDER THE 
INFLUENCE

BY MARK MACKIN 
I agree with the previous review 

of “Woman Under the Influence” 
in two respects, 1) that Row
land’s acting was credible, given 
my extensive experience with 
insanity, and 2) that “if you like 
alo of plot development and 
dislike to be confused, avoid this 
show.” A ‘B’ western might be 
more to your taste.
Here our basic agreement ends. 

This movie may be interpreted 
from an entirely different per
spective than that taken by the 
previous critic. This was reveal
ed to me in a class discussion, 
when Pam Tennis implied an
other possible interpretation. 
Needless to say, my lightnin’ 
quick mind recognised why it felt 
somewhat confused after viewing 
“Women. . .’.
Our previous critic stated “the 

plot is almost nonexistent” and is 
correct -  but he uses that point 
negatively. Our critic also stated

Movie Review
that the movie “ jumps from 
scene t scene with no transition or 
reason. . .scenes with no purpose 
or goal.” Again a correct, though 
conventionally limited analysis.
I suggest this question as the key 

to the movie: Given that Mabel is 
indeed “misunderstood, rejected, 
institutionalized, and sometimes 
loved by her family and friends,” 
who in fact suffers from “mental 
instability”? Is it open, expres
sive, weird Mabel or that loud, 
inconsiderate, vacillating, un
feeling, suspicious, patronising, 
insecure, brutal, selfish, and 
generally normal wolfpack of 
family and friends? Take a 
different perspective, eliminate 
plot and reason as m ajor 
considerations, and play that 
against the interaction of all 
characters with the children, 
(whom I suggest are as impor
tant a separate group as Mabel 
and the family and friends). See 
if you can accept an alternate 
possibly that would justify 
“Woman. . .” being nominated 
for two Academy Awards.
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