made public would compromise the secrat
nature of the information. Vaughn v,
Rosen, 157 U.S. App. D.C. 340, ISR
F.2d 820, 826 (1973), cert. Denied, 415
U.S. 977 (1974). Classification of the
information in guestion is required
because its disclosure would reveal the
intelligence scurces and methods by whic
it was derived, the revelation of which
would cause damage to the naticnal
security interests of the United States,
Revealing some information cannot be
accomplished without also revealing the
capability of our intelligence system tc
acguire and assimilate it. Thus, no
portion of the information is reasonably
segregable, as release of any portion
would compromise intelligence sources an
methods. We are required by statute anc
Executive Order to protect such sources
and methods; therefore, all portions of
the record are properly classified. The
Chief, Policy sStaff, by citing Public
Law 86-36 (50 U.S.C. $§402 note), 18 U.S.
§798, and 50 U.S. §403 (&) (3) as bases
for exempting t“e information, indicated
that it was being withheld for this
reason. Any further ..... identificatic
of the record would reveal the classifie
information srotecbec by Public Law 86-2
and 18 U.sS. 98 and 50 U.S.C. §403.
As of 1 DECEuDe— 1978, Executive Order
12065 replaced Executive Order 11652, a:
the Department cf Defense (DoD) Regulat:
5200.1-R was revised to implement the n:
Executive Order. The information being
withheld from you has been reviewed in
accordance with these new classificatio:
guidelines.

With respect to the classification
assigned to the information being with-
held, I have concluded that the informa-
tion meets the criteria for classificati

in Section 1-3 of
and in paragraph 2-
5200.1-R and that ;

Section 5 of DoD. quul
The 1nformat10n has

according to the provisi
3-1 and 3-3 of Executive
of Chapter III cf DoD Regulati

and found to be properly cla: 351if

or downgrading. In conducting
review, I have we;ghed the s
need for openness in governm
the likelihood of damage to
security at this time and ngv@
that the information shoul
be classified. Thus, T £
Chief, Policy Staff, pro
information to be exempt n
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. §552(b)

affirm his denial of your r
release of the 1nformat1cn'
grounds,

cluded by 18 U.S.C. §;
information concerning
commuincations 1ntell£

Atn

Section 6 of Public‘ﬁag
that no law shall cor
disclosure of the

activities thereo



