Denx Jim, : 9/20/85

Re FBI Jaworski file, request wifortunately iiqdied sBOED 258

1% is not couplede and does not aven inelnde @n FBI vecord I puilished in
feosimile {re Budking), is entirely or almost entirely of previously-disclosed
recordsy but is valuable as a collefhion of them, hwlds nothing new and is also
incomplete on the subject of Oswald as an agent, and gives you o fine opportuniiy
faramﬁmfﬁemapmmﬁmmmjm@. if you have pne who
is irberested in being infowmed, on the nature of FEI "privacy" claims.

The first record in 4his colleotion withholds Hooverts identificatdon frem
mmmmmmm@mmmaswmmmmsm&m b
which i% alsd makes a privacy clain to withhold the identifics ion of Swo Sis who
testified before the W¥, which puboished their testimony end names. In fact,and
I'm not checking, becanse s disclosmre incinde fgesirdles of the first papes of
testimony for which Jaworsls was presents it probably also discloses thedy nemes
atﬂwaﬁaft}ﬁsmlle&timofgmraﬁ rocordss And then, in an additional
part of 3, itam@mammmthmsmm

94-58890-5 is withheld in its entirety as WIC. This is & “eloach file and
I'd be surprised if themalmmfarﬁt}mﬁing%mmmmm%mm
of his operations and their nature and has nothing to do with "privacy” for the

44240161890, from FRING main Ruby file, is slrvesdy disclosed but I do not
repall putting it together with Serial 1946, In combination there is a rather
broad sugrestion that the FII iteelf leaked the Ruby transeript to Kilgallen, It
might be fun to agic the Judge to loock st the 94 vecord 4n capers because Delaoch
Presided over that iind of Mg.'%m&mmamﬁ%mw.

I*iilma&t};ems%assomasiaan.'

These vecords do not id 1Ly the requesters Is it Mank? I';m fildne 811 of s
separatoly and identitied as his, If T do not hosr from you, I'11 add “is %o that
all in 031 yather woriuiile collection,

I ses 0o records fron 62335928, which is a file holding info re the TCL.

Thanks and bant,



