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May 7, 2007

Beth Noveck

Officeof Scienceand Technology Policy
Executive Officeof the President

725 17th Street, Room 5228
Washington, DC 20502

Dear Ms. Noveck:

| writeto endorse comments sent to you by the Society of Professional Journalistsand others, and
to add my own testimony tothe casefor relief from prior administrations' policiesthat inhibit the
freeflow of information from government agenciesto the public. In 35 yearsof journdisticwork
reporting on the Food and Drug Administration, | have seen that agency converted fromfull
transparency to almost compl ete opacity so far asthefree access of the mediaisconcerned.

Not only doesthe monitoring by Public Information Officersof conversationsthat journalistshave
with government employeesinhibit full and frank expression of competent and qualified opinions
that may not closely track superiors' viewsand policies, but the practice deters such employees
from volunteering to engagein suchinterviewsat all. Guarding their career advancement prospects
understandably takes precedence over voluntarily imparting knowledgeto the public.

Inaddition, prior administrations haveimplemented the even moreinhibitory policy of requiring al
communications by agency employeesto befiltered through Public Information Officeswhere
serious backl ogsfrequently devel op and mediarequestsfor information aretriaged according to
their agency-perceived importance. The policy isagovernment control-of-mediamechanismthat is
incons stent with the First Amendment.

Thispractice hasreached theridicul ous extent where, in the case of the Food and Drug
Administration, apublic contact person identified in aFederal Register notice may not continuea
conversation withamember of the public when that public contact person discernsthat theinquirer
isamember of themedia. In such cases, theinquiring member of the publicisdirectedto call the
FDA Press Officeinstead. This separation of the mediafrom the public has been described by
FDA management asa“ privilege’ category whereby mediaget information faster and more
completely than the genera public does, but in the examplejust cited, that isnot the case.

Thesepoliciesand othersrel ated to them are creating amutua ly wary and distrustful environment

between mediaand government. Indeed, in the open comment areasof my ownWeb siteat
www.fdaweb.com| have seen FDA employees anonymousdly expressopinionsthat are hostile
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toward mediarepresentativesin general. Such aclimateisnot conduciveto improved
trangparency in government agencies.

News mediacompliance with government-established rules of accessand coerced
acquiescenceto government survelllance of newsgathering conversationsisincons stent with
the First Amendment in that these rules congtitute an uncongtitutiona “abridging” of the*the
freedom of ... thepress,” which Congressis constrained from permitting.

Sincerdly,

James G Dickinson
Editor and President



