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You describe nmy F~75-6669 as "broadly comprehensive."™ This is hardly en exaggera-
It is total, for everytiing. ¥ell, that was Jagi year and we are now in the gighil
of this year. I an confident your time lag is not this great. Howsver; I also

no more than what the lggialative history of the law rules out, perceived embarrassment,
Tou have stalled this & very long time, lou cen comtrive much more of thds. Once you had
tize lapee without cenplisnce I did file geversl lirdted requests complisnce
] pot have to be
part of the large review you do not seem interested in ending, The questions therefore,

i
i
§
5
|
4

to couxt Af you repslly want to delay, you can, law or no law. And the fact is you bhave

Tour F-§6~143 is really a request that includes your FT5=-4765.
month of the year succeeding that of the yequest I have not received elther a sorep of
paper or any explanation of son-campliance with that request,

Your F-75-4927 is your P=75=304. Actually this dates %o 1971, ind we are more then
half-way through 1976 without compliance. For Half of this year I eould not get any
response on your intentions after the time for actlon on the apyeal expired. Withous
sone explauation, this does not represent elther the good faith or the due diligsnce
regquired by the lew.

Iue-mﬁafmmlihuhnnmmﬁdmm

Bugh lNeDonzld, the request you address next, is High C. MoDonald, formerly a
division chief in the Los Angeles, Ca., sheriff's department. iis name spvears on a
book that is a pelpable fraud,"ippointment in Dallas: the Finel Solution to the Assas-

Mm‘MhunaMnmtamuuﬁr ogunected
with the CIA, He did kmow the deceased Herman Kimsey. I am awave of .gﬁuq'srm.\-
wi

refer to other alleged CIA personnel, thé mowt important allegedly being the
subjoct of Warrem Comdssion Bxidbit No, 297/0dum Bxhibit t (also the subjectief liti-
this 1s still “insufficient” informktion,

&
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let ma know what else you require.

If your files abound in High C. HeDonald's of the foregoing description, we can
ps limited it more with what he claima to have invented and owmed, an "Identd-idit"
again)) and a conusotion with Howard Hughes.

I am oot "aware" that undor all ciroumgtances you would,"under the same proWwiaion
of the WIA Aot of 1949...bhave to Jrovide a um(uo)mmmh) (%) of
any documents responsive to such & request.” I am aware that you do have people who
keep up to date on publishisgz and do file written reports, however,

Tour concluding pawrageaph advises that "certain of the doowments found respensive
to your F-76=382 on Hexrwln Luther sing, ¢re, bave uecessarily been referred to anether
coumponant for review."” I do not know what you mean by "compenent."” If you mean oubside
the Agency, then piease be aware that I au io likigatica ca tlds with another agenay
which has not complied with a wequewt of April, 1575. Vet you do not invoke what 1
believe you have described as the "ihird-agency rule.” lnless there is an approprdate
exemption I believe i am entifled to any such materisl, without mnecessary delay. If
you mean &n Ageney cozponant, that I have tyouble with what follows:

"ie ghall not be able to get our resdonse to you on thos request by the end of thia
month as earlier projected., but shall do our best to expedite i1t when the materials
reach oud hands.”

"Qur* here is schiguous. Obvicualy, you have these “"materials." Otherwise you
oould not have "found™ them and known they are “responsive” o ny request. Do you mean
Joux hande?

When you have converted a 197) request into one of this yesr, can you aprreclate
my ccncern about Mour best to axpedite,” and with a case in court? Especlally whem this
year you have not either expedited or complisd after morc than five yoars?

” I asic if the couponent is Agenoy end if it is for e expsoted date of mm compliance,
mmmumnumw-mummmnmmmm
yous 1 algo ask about those ofher documents responsive to thds requests whem may I

expect theose you have found? his matter i: not before a foderal court. I would like €o

have all thoee fot "referred %0 another compoment for poview” as proaptly as possibdle,
I regret that each lebter I receive response, +
apparent tha tmhthhmanmﬂmr ﬂntthnl:ohnn:t Mth

considerables waste of tiwve for both of us and further correspondence and tima,

Before now you will have received my inguiry about your giving another what is olearly
withdn ny request and as of this moment not sending me this public information.

Singerely,

Havold Weisberg
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Dear ":l.u. “y todag's lettor to Yane Wilsen, CIs 8/6/76

What 1 did not addvess I do not want you o mige.

Before the tine of the drafting of his letter stemp dated £/5/76 ihey had searched
ry xequest for the King records, F-76-332,

From his own listing there are nine earlier requests,
Unly one has besn coupiied with, 76-105.
There has been partial complisnce with soms others.

nmmmmmmm.mmm-u;mﬁ:mmm
not havedng found moterial they bave so such older in thedr list of requests?

Yoing back to $RgRx 19717
bow much "good faith" does it require berore they can exsreige "due diligenge?™

3.",
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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
WasHINGTON, D.C. 20505

5 Aug 197

Mr. Harold Weisberg
Route 12
Frederick, MD 21701

Dear Mr. Weisberg:

This responds to your letter of 21 July.

Enclosed you will find the list of numbers given to your
requests, with the shorthand descriptions used by us. Note
that we have, indeed, included the name Yuri Nosenko, currently
under F-76-143.

In regard to your request for an organizational chart
of this Agency, we quote in part from the CIA Act of 1949,
Section 6:

"...the Agency shall be exempted from the provisions 4
of section 654 of Title 5, and the provisions of any other
law which require the publication or disclosure of the
organization, functions, names, official titles, salaries,
or numbers of personnel employed by the Agency...."

As you can see from this language, a formal request from
you would have to be denied under (b)(3) of the Freedom of
Information Act as heing specifically exempted by statute.

Request number F-75-6669 is broadly comprehensive on the
Kennedy assassination and the investigation thereof, and ob-
viously overlaps and duplicates some of your more specific
requests. You have described a 'mew request' which duplicates
in part what has recently been requested by Mark Allen. How-
ever, any documents responsive to this "new request" are already
covered by the broad and comprehensive wording of your request
under F-75-6669 and are part of the re-review currently in
process and of which you are aware. Therefore, we have not
assigned a new number to this request but shall continue to
treat it under F-75-6669.

Q.elc)\.l»"r 108,
3
kS
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You again refer to the '"the Borsages request." If you
mean Borosage, we do not have a request from him on the
Kennedy assassination topic. We reiterate our belief that
you were possibly confusing the name Borsage with Belin who
did make a similar request and who did receive exactly the
same documents released to you, nothing more.

P A ERRERT Tk

Regarding the name Hugh McDonald, first raised in your
letter of 2 March 1976, we were given insufficient biographi-
cal information with which to make any positive identification.
In light of your language, "If you can confirm or deny that
McDonald was ever an Agency employee of any kind....So, if
there is any information you can let me have I would appreciate
it. I will not contest a negative decision....", we did not
record this as a formal request warranting a separate number.
However, you should understand that under the same provision
of the CIA Act of 1949 quoted above, we would have to provide

a formal denial under FOIA (b) (3) of any document responsive
to such a request.

Finally, although not raised by your letter of 21 July,
we must advise you that certain of the documents found re-
sponsive to your F-76-382 on Martin Luther King, Jr., have
necessarily been referred to another component for review.

; We shall not be able to get our response to you on this re-
? quest by the end of this month as earlier projected, but shall
% do our best to expedite it when the materials reach our hands.

Sincerely

Gend F. Wilson
Information and Privacy Coordinator

Enclosure

R AR e
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Requests of Harold Weisberg

F-75-004
F-75-4765
F-75-4927
F-75-6669
F-75-6838
F-76-105
F-76-143
F-76-149
F-76-219
F-76-382
F-76-405
F-76-437

_F-76-438
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Personal (subsumed under F-75-4927)

Yuri Nosenko, etc. (subsumed under F-76-143)
Personal 4
Kennedy assassination

Materials given to FDR

Heine affidavits

Yuri Nosenko, etc.

Olson papers

Rocca source material

Martin Luther King, Jr.

1967 CIA review of Kennedy assassination info
CIA's use of Rocca

Behavior modification



