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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND

EERIX HEINE
121 Mount Olive Drive
Randal., Ontario, Canada

Plaintiff

V.	 Civil Action No. 1593E

„MI RAM	 )
5104 43rd Avenue	 HUMMED AND RELEASED BY
Hyattsville, Maryland	

'CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

IMES METHODS EXEMPT I CAME
)

1:44 Grant

NAT I WAR CR IMES 01 S CLOSURE ACT
ANSWER	 'DATE 2003 2006

First Defense

The complaint fails to state a cause of action entitling

the plaintiff to relief.

Second Defense 

1. Defendant admits the jurisdiction of the court. Hs

admits that the plaintiff is a relident olf Ontario, Canada, and that

the defendant is a citizen of the United states and a resident of

Prince Congos County, Maryland. He also admits that he is and Wa8

An 1963 the National Commander of the Legion of Estonian Liberation, Inc.,

and that he is a person of responsibility and Integrity whose word is

likely to be credited among officers of the 1,,,katon and its various

branches, excepting, however, Aleksander Allikas, Elmer Reerd, and

AUguat Muklane.

Defendant further admits that the plaintiff has on sanmarat.

occasions cows to the United States in the guise of a lecturer and

exhibited a certain motion picture titled in english, "Creators at

Legend," and, during the course of such lecture tours, has raised

,suma of mazer, allegedly for the cause of Estonian liberation. The

defendant likewise admits that the'lactures and the not ion jj_
.

purport to describe the plaintiff's orperiateas ea a partisan frOmdem

fighter in Soviet occupied Estanii.
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Defendant further admits that on November 9, 1963, at

a special meeting in the City of Nev York of the Board of the

Legion of Estonian Liberation and the Board of the Legion's

Nov York City branch, in the presence of other board members,

he did say that he vas in possession of responsible information

received by him from an official agency of the,United States

Government to the effect that the plaintiff was • Soviet agent

or collaborator'and on that account should not receive the

cooperation of the Legion and its branches during the plaintiff's

tours of the United States.

The defendant also admits having spoken to one August Euhlsms,

	

Denman	 an officer of the Baltimore branch of the Legion of Estonian Liberation,

in substantially the same terms as heretofore stated and for substantially.

	

.421:31	 the same reasons on an occasion earlier than those specified in

paragraphs 6 and 7 of the complaint. However, he denies making

the statements attributed to his as specified in those paragraphs.

2. La to each and every ether material allegation of the

' complaint the defendant either denies than or IS vithoutknovledge

or information sufficient to form a belief with respect thereto.

Third Defense 

The utterances made by the defendant that he had received

responsible information from an official agency of the United States

Government to the effect that the plaintiff was a Soviet agent or

collaborator were true.

Fourth Defense 

The defeudant made atatements concerning the plaintiff only

upon privileged occasions to persons privileged to receive tham,-and

"etch-SUM statemsnt was sees without express or actual malice in.

furtherance of the dofendant!e legitimate duties, responsibilities

and offices.



Fifth Defense 

•	 The defendant in speaking of the plaintiff as he did

was exercising his right of free speech guaranteed by the First

Amendment to the Constitution of the United States.

Sixth Defense 

The maintenance of the present action by the plaintiff

is contrary to the interest and public policy of the United States. ■

Seventh Defense 

The defendant was privileged to speak of the plaintiff

as he did, since the defendant was acting,as an appropriate officer

of the Eitonian liberation movement.

Eighth Defense 

The action, based upon a communication to August Kuklane,

is barred by limitations.

of counsel:

['Washington, D.—C": Washington 5, D. C.

Attorneys for Defendant

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

copy • the foregoing answer was mailed, postage prepaid.,

this ‘311day o	 ,./96.J to Ernest C. Raska kas, Esquire,

14181Uy—E5a 1174ttbgille, Harylandritr jrney lo Plaidei

Attorney for Defendant
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND

-L
Attorneys for Defendant
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ct.c*vro,v.,m.

EERIE HEINZ

Plaintiff,

Civil Action No. 15952

JURIRAUS

Defendant.

NOTICE TO TAKE ORAL DEPOSITION.

please take notice that the defendant will take, the oral

deposition of the plaintiff, Eerik-Heine, commencing at 10:00 A.M.,

Tuesday, February 2d, 1965, in the officas.4/1 13
jp.pursUant to Federal Rules

of Civil Procedure, before George M. Poe, Notary Public, or some

other person authorised to administer an oath.

-1,404
this5	 day	 rea,,,W4Co;rnest C. Raskauskas, Esquire;

1418 Ray Roe , Hyattsville, Maryland, Attorney fop-plaintiff.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

A copy athe foregoing notice was mailed, postage prepaid,


