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S5 ™ e October 25, 1966

Frapk M. Wozencraft, Esg.
Agsistant Attorney General
Office of Legal Cowasel
Depertment of Justice
Veshington, D. C. 20530

Dear Mr. Wozenmcraft:

I wderstapd that your office is responding €o inquiries concerning
allegations that gsome of the documentary materisl made available by
govermment agencles to the Werren Commission still is not being
relessed to the gemeral public. In crder to assist your office in
zaking these responses, I should liks to furnish the following
information.

Some months ago members of my staff exsmined gll of the documentary
material of the Warrem Comxission stared in Archives which was
idextified by Archives persannel as being of Department c¢f Defense
crigin. I am told that as & result of ensuing actions tsken, all of

‘this Department of Defense material wvas made aveilsble for release

to the geperal public with the exception of two documents which still
are classified CCNFIDENTIAL. One of these documents is en Edgewood
Arsepal Report about 55 pages in length. It is clasgified to protect
cextain techniques amd methods for evalusting lethality of ammmitien.
The informaticn imvolved is of continuing velue 41 developmental
research. The other is a cne page document which the Fevy Department
bas determined should remain classified and retained 4m Group-3
because of informatica comtained therein comcerning U.S. imtelligence

.and reconnaiassance cperations.

I umderstand that the term "elaszified defense information” is used
in respcnding to scme of these inguiries. It seems to me that the
unexplained use of that term might mislead a reasder to conclude that
all of the classified information involved was clasgified by the
Departzment of Defense when as & matter of fact it could have been,
and much of it vas, originated and classified by other egencies such
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as the Department of State and Federal Burean of Imvestigation. If .
the term continues to be used, I trust that sufficient mlmaug/
will be made to aveid mva.rmted attribution of rupouibmty

the Department of Defense. ¥

Please let us know if we can be of further help in this matier.
Si.nee:zly W%
y ’l‘Zkallu-up Jr.

Deputy Assista.nt Secretary of Defense
Secwwity Policy
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as the Department of State and Federal Bureau of Investigatiom. I
the term continues <o be used, I trust that sufficient aplmtig:/
will be made to aveid umra.rranted attribution of retponsibmty

the Department of Defense. .
Fleage let us imow if ve can be of further help in this metier.
S:anu:ely y‘cuz-s,/
K l‘/ﬂulerup Jr.

Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense
Secwrity Policy
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DT October 25, 1966

ADMINISTRATION I e

Frank M. Wozencraft, Esg.
Assistant Attorney General
Office of Legal Counsel
Department of Justice
Weshington, D. C. 20530

Dear Mr. Wozencrafti:

I understand that your office is responding £o inquiries concerning
a2llegations that some of the documentary meterial mede avaeilzable by
government agencies to the Werren Ccmmission still is not being
released to the general public. In order to assist your office in
making these responses, I should like to furzish the following
information.

Scme months ego members of my staff examined all of the documentary
material of the Warren Commission stored in Archives which weas
identified by Archives personnel es being of Department of Defense
arigin. I am told that as & result of ensuing actions teken, 2ll cf

this Department of Defense meterial was mede available for release

to the general public with the exception of two documents which still
are classified CCNFIDENTIAL. One of these documents is en Edgewood
Arsenal Report sbout 55 rages in length. It is classified to protect
certain techniques and methods for evaluating lethality of azmuniticn.
The information involved is of continuing value in developmental
research. The other is a one page dociment which the Nevy Depertment
hes determined should remein classified and retained in CGroup=-3
because of information contained therein concerning U.S. intelligence

.and reconneissance operations.

I understend that the term "classified defense informeticn” is used
in respcnding to scme of these ingudiries. * seems to me thet the
unexplained use of thet term might mislesd a reeder to conclude that
21l of the classified informstion involved was classified by the
Devertment of Defense when as & metter of fact it could have been,
and tmuch of it was, originated and classified by other egencies such
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as- the Department of State and Federal Buresu of Investigation. If .
the term continues to be used, I trust that sufficient explenation -

will be made to avoid unwerranted ettribution of responsibility ..z/

the Department of Defense. <
Please let us know if we can be cf further help in this metter.

Sincerely yours,

7}
. . . 7 .
’ % Walter TV Skallerwo, Jr.
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense
Security Policy
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e October 25, 1966

Frank M. Wozencraft, Esq.
Aggistant Atterney General
Office of legal Cowmsel
Department of Justice
Washingtcn, D. C. 20530

Desr Mr. Wozemeraft:

I understand that your office ig responding £s inquiries concerning
allegaticns that some of the documentary materinl made availsble by
goverment agencies to the Werren Camission still is mot being
released to the genernl public. In erder to assist your office in

zaking these responses, I should like to furnish the followirng
information.

Some months ago mesbers of my staff examined sll of the documentary
zateriel of the Warren Comxission stored inm Archives vhich vas
identified by Archives persoanel zs heing of Department c¢f Defense
crigin. I am told that as & result of ensuing actions taken, all of

this Department of Defense material vas made available for release

to the gemeral public with the exceptiom of twe documents which still
are classified CCNFIDENTIAL. One of these documents is ez Edgewood
Arsepal Report about 55 peges in length, It 18 clsssified to protect
certain teclniques ard methods for evalunting lethality of ammmiticn.
The informaticn involved is of continuing vealue 4n developmental
research. The other is & one page document vhich the Favy Depertment
bas determined should remain classified and retained 4im Crouwp-3
because of information contained therein comcerning U.S. intelligence

.and recomnnsissance cperations.

I uederstand that the term "elassified defense informaticn” is used
iz responding to scme of these inquiries. It seems to me that the
unexplained use of that term might mislead a resder to ccuclude that
all of the classified information i{nvolved was clasgified by the
Department of Defense when as & matter of fact it could have been,
and much of it was, originated and classified by other sgencies sueh
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