State-JFK

" Mr, Charles W, Hinkle (John C. Kerts?) 6/21/80
Director, FOIA and Security Review

Asst, Secretary of Defense

Washington, D.Ce 20301

Dear lr, Hinklep refh T9-DPOI-1044 -

Your letter of 6/18 1s helpfuly if a bit bewfldering, and I do thank you for the
explanation of what remains inexplicable. In four years ‘under a 10-day law) I have not
received the information/history you provide.

I think I have it straight, in part, and if you can provide any other information,
because I have no idea what is being withheld and have been kept without any basis for
appeal, I'd appreciate it.

It secms that all of vhat_iax}::w 8o omYolutod began with a simple request of the
Naval Intellégence Serice for its records pertaining to the assassination of President
Kennedy and its investigations That was on May 21, 1%1. My unclear recclle otion is that
‘ gomeonewho respondednmedliheapmeﬁyoxkindofpersonantthatldidgetm
records pertaining to Lee Harvey Oswald's half-hrother and the investigatian intoffthe
death of a fellow gams named Martin Schrand, the latter quite worthwhile informatione

NIS forvarded my request, you say, not records requiring its approval for release,
to the Department of Justice. YA do not say what Division. It just happens that at
about the time of my NIS requast',. probably a little earlier, I made a PA request of the
Departmente No component hag provided any regord even indicating what you report#t also
just happens that the Civil Division guly provided coples of tWo of my letters to NIS
in the past week, not in response to my PA request but in Ehﬂd, incomplete and very
indirect partial compliance with my request for :Lnfc;matton pert.a:l.nmg to the assassinations
The indirection comes fmmﬁammmmmmm?-mt all-of its half of
correspondence with the Civil Division. It also just happens that in response to my anclent
PA request the Archives managed not to provide those pertinent recordse ‘

After my request was at the 1fc;pa::"lanent of Justice, with vn}ich I had filed all-inclusive
bequests covering all components, it "found eight documents that contained information
originated by the Depertment of Defense,” which after review, "forwarded them to the

Department of State for review and response” to me."




Phew! And I've just been reading in Department of Justice pleadings in court cases
where all this can't happen under FOIA, that the agency which classifies alone can

declassify,

Of these eight doouments, all ungfentified, of the many more in Justice files and

a
_pertinent to my requests and not provided, State denied seven, without, apppnﬂy.

~ finding anything, not even a letterhead and a date, redsonably segregable, The eighth

is the one you forward, not Secret Servioe, but you tell me that if I want to appeal
the withholding of two pages, todnthttothoSecretSorvioo.

This document was classified SECRET, No s.uthor:_lty for classification or declassifiocation
isinollxd.ed’onthecoverormyoftho&onoo-chsdﬁodm.ldonot contest the
original classification but I do wonder why any government people ever cite the EOs
to withhold and deny if they are not going to abide by their provialons, as those that
pertain to classification and declassificatione If this record is found in my possession
it could be allegud, if anyons wanted to make trouble for me, that I merely inked out
the classification stanps. “his is not as ertrens as you may think because there is a
prior record, where one of the orazy people no agency can avoid, thatonopurtofncb.

. o )
aotual]q reported that I was going to shoot down a Presidential heliocopter -‘601)"

blicopter.‘

Your letter also states that if I appeal the burden of proof is on me, which is not
ny reading of thn vAlct. and pzvvido*'*'”dﬂstaﬂ.odjuatiﬁcaﬁon for;_mornl." Does not the
Act put it exactly the opposits way, that withholdings have to be justified?

It happens thatinthiaoueldonotvanttoappul.‘Thréoordwtdnqtotb
Protection of the President and, tragic as I regard it, the Fresident certainly réquires
prakecﬁmin!hnfhasmtobothiacountry.‘ } |

I think I understand what you report but I know I don't understand why it all had
to happens Is it possible that MIS had a DJ record which it got from DoD, wiich got it
from State, which got it from Secret Service (where I also have an all-dnclusive request
that has not been respondsd to in a decads)? ‘

How this also included the uninformative National Security Coubicil, my letter to
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_ that they didn't realize this and referred State information to Justice?

which I forwarded to you, I still do not see.

Howewer, what I do see is that all the DJ representations to the courts lack fidelity
from the fact that it among gy other agencies did not do as it represente to the courts
all are required to do under the Aots 4s the last step in this you have just provided ne

with an improperly declassified document that from what Justice pretends only Secret

Service could, and your tracing of this 1977 request does not mwmx include even asking
the Secret Sexvice. ,

Is it really possible that all those many agencies failed to retnm the original
records to the State Department if they originated at State?

Is it possible that State can withbold all seven in their entirety if the records
are not State records but do include information that originated at State?

wa under the Act could these other wea refuse to process their own information?

How under the Act can State asswme authority for withholding the informetion of
other agencies, whioh it did if those seven records did mot originate with 1t?

I{ they did originate at State, is 1t possible that your NIS people are such nincompoops

And how in the world can any requester have the renotoqt notion of ‘what l:l.a mvolvid,
to whom to appeal uithout being whipeawed forever, and what to appeal?

Is not all of this, among other things, a negatlon of the Act?

You imow, I have requests that include those records filed with all the agencies
involveds Not one has ever addressed them or thsseWrdemla. until nows 4nd
now it is convoluted beyond comprehension. It makes the Aot additionally meaningless
becauseIhaveﬁiadappealaﬂthallthosomnoiesmdthe.appoalsinolude_allpert:b- :
nent records. | '_ _

Rube Goldberg did not diee “e is alive and well in all the government's FOLA
ngbhinery, wiioh was designed on his patentds "

. rely,

Harold Weisberg
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the selective besis for disclosure and withholdinge like why should dweik Jack Buby's

‘can IRS vitbhold them in thedr entirety?

P.S. It As evejn more canvoluted than I've indicated! - |
48 I got to the reet of to#ay's mail I came to the 6/19 lsttorfmm.

That letter begins by stating that my 5/21/T7 request was o the Jusm D.;.mm.

not INE NIS, It then states that Justice referred oertain unspecified documents to IRSe
Because the records “oontain yiekht third party tax information® they ave withheld
in their entirety. A R

Now if these were tax returms, I oould mdnrstand it, even though I'd wopder about

tax returns be disclosed and Lee HarveyOmld.‘l withheld? Particularly when the govern~

ment, mhIBshelp.umuuuthoom-ofth-pommtnm.oﬁpun-oanm i

analysis of all,of Oswald's income andcvolndaoonplow inpossible accouptlng that
did not begin to account for all the money he spent? ‘
Apin.iftharecozdummttumtmnndoﬂdmhuthomrm,m

Hot,mdnrmm.mitdomtmmthholdit-mwomﬁm?
Hhvthhmfwbhymdoraw-duwmmtmumwmmd?
%41y becaise DJ stcnewslled for four yers, of courses R
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