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Dear Mr. TTaskf

This is in response te your letter of 6 February 1680 to Mr. Gale
Allen concerning our policies with respect to classification decisions
nade on material requested for publication in the Forcign Relatvions of
the thited States (FRUS) series. T apclogize for the delay in respond-
ing kat 1 hasten to point out that it is incumbent upon all of us o
insure the full exploration ¢f marters such as these hefore making
decisions the cffect of which wmight have long lasting and unfcreseen
repercussions. Thus, you can be assured that this response is heing
made only after lengthy, in-deptl discussions here at CIA.

i aise want o assure vou that we consider the FRUS series extremely
important and have and i1l cooperate with the Department of State in its
publicacion to the fullest cxtent possibile consistent witlh the responsi-
Dilitios Lo proccty teiilgoned sources, meihods and activities levied
upon the Director of Central Intelligence by statute, Executive order and
other directives. '

At the outscet, 1 want to state that in order to he able to freely
contribute to FRUS, all final decisions with respect to the declessifi-
cation or the continued classification of information concerning CIA and
1ts activities, whcether contained in CIA oripglnated documents or docu- -
ments of other Government departments and agencies, nmust be made by
officials of this Agency whe have bheen delegated such authority by the
Director of Central Intelligence. The intelligence business 1s unique
and such decisions can only be made, if we are to avoid damage to national
security, by persons fully krowledgeable of &ll relevant facts in any
piven instance. We will of course be willing to discuss the reasoning
behind any of our decistans which you are not happy with, but the final
decision must he based on what we feel is necessary to fulfiil our
responsibilities. This rationale is recognized in law and especially
threughout Lxecutive Order 12065, particulariy Section 2 thereof. Your
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lfaving said the above, I want now to state our views regarding the
points vou raisc in your letter. We are aware of the mandated role of
the FRUS und its importance as the official history of United States
_forzign policy. It is this role however which causes us particular
concerni since anything appearing in the FRUS is official Executive
disclosure of United States Government information. As such, it leaves
no doubt as to its veracity. Hence, we must be extremely careful that
information regarding CIA appearing therein not be suci as to damage the
national securitv of the United States. As pointed out in vour letter,
information may become desensitized with the passage of time. While that
propesition may often be valid, it is :uch less so in the case of infor-
mation concerming inteliigence agencies and their activities. Individaalg

may serve as intelliigence sources {or many vears. They have the right to ;
expect that their ciandestine relationship with the linited States Govern- i
ment will not redound against them or their families. The period of 1
potential repercussion will normally last many years beyond thair active :
association with the inteiligence [rocess. The premature release of Egg

information regarding ntelligen:e sources creates the impression that
such sources will not be protected and deters others from serving in an
intelligence capacity. Indeed. changes in the world situation over time
may L fact increase the depree of damage which could bo done even when
211 of the actors have long since dzparted the scene. %

Wo canunot accept vour position that anv information already in the ;
pup!ic domain las jost ils sensitivity and that its omission from the
serlies would weaken the credibility thereof. Such matters must be
explored on a case-by-case basis. tlowever, unloss information in the
public domain has been placed there through official release, as @
general rule we wiil not permit its re-velease based on that principle
alone.  To do s0 would be to recognize the validity of overything that
nas heen published regarding the intellipence process over the yedrs
whether right or wivng, sensitive or not, and we simply cannot take this i

pasition.

Finally, with respect to your penultimate paragraph, we cannot
accept vour interpretation of the meaning of "intelligence sources and
methods.”  Your statcient that the location of Agency lacilities,
gcneral Agency activities, foreign liaison relationships and intelligence
reports are not included under the term "intelligence sources and methods"
is so narrow that were it true we would be unable under our charter to
protect a vast ares that is vital to owr objectives and without. which we
would be readered useless to a great extent. Iven if we could accent
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your interpretation, the final sentence of that paragraph sets forth
additional reasons which would justify the withholding of the kind oz
information mentioned in the paragraph. And the decision as to whether
identifiable damage may result from any particular release can only be
made by officers of this Agency authorized to do so based on knowledge
of the damapge that would occur as a result of such release.

1 wiil be happy to discuss this matter with you further. 1f you
50 desire, let me know and I will arrange to meet with you at your
CONVEen1ence. ‘

Sincerely,

/s Thomas H. White
Thomas . Wnite
Chief, Information Services Staif
Directorate of Admiriistrazion
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