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The larger guestion, however, which troubles me in this
situation is the understanding which I had at least up to now
that the action of a chambers in calling for the record in a
case, or calling for a response, was an internal matter which
was not to be made public by the Clerk's office. I don't know
that there is any very good reason for saying that it should or
should not be made public, and I personally would have no
dbjection if the Court were to adopt a policy to the effect that
any such request by a chambers would, upon inquiry, be made
available to the public and teo the press. But if I am right
that up to now the policy has been to the contrary, I am very
concerned by the fact that apparently someone inside the Court,
whether in the Clerk's office or elsewhere, has seen fit to
"leak" this information to the "Legal Times". I really don't
much care whether information of this sort is or is not to be
made available to the press and public upon request, but I
very much care that Court employees respect a decision of the
Conference or a practice of the Conference that such information
is not to be made public.
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