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o ' MEMORANDUN FOR Tul RECHOHD

vl o SUBJECT: Hcéting with Lawvers Recarding HEINE/RADS Case

. 1. On 27 May 196¢ ¢ ) ) ef office
: . _of Cenera}l Counsel and [ mot with attorneystC )} and
| : L&f ) -{in thelr offices to Jiscuss the HEIY {C/RAUR

| CAS0,

ﬂ 2, L )-1turncd over a copy ef the report of the
‘&| Fecent investiration conductcﬁ by their privdte 1nvcst1gdtnr
{ < ) lof ORf TAMMARK in Lake Geneva, liisconsin, and
V “of one or two other indiq}dudls wvho were lnt rrviewed dunn~

i ? : the same trip. ¢ ) thad already mentioned to me that

: one curious item had resulted (rom this investigation:

| - they had obtained information to the effect that HEINE had

| : studied enpineering at sose perid of time in Lermany,
possihly at the szme tlmec when TAMMARK was taking his

engineering training at Glesen (1954-57). 1In cnecklng this
. ‘ out with me on the telephone C )gjhad asked whetier ;
0l . there was anything in our HEINL [ile which might confirn :

; this report, I told him that to the best of =y knowledye
, there was not, and that the only peioed of tiee when he

; might have studied engineering in Germany would have been

i after his return in late 1956 and prior_to his departure

for Canada in April (?) 1957, /C ) Istated that he

I was writing to the university nentioned 1n order to try

j to vertify hoth TAMMARK's and HEIHE's study. :

) : 3. with respect to chetking the four individuals. in
5 Germany who haod served with HEINE in Soviet prison canmps
: and returned with him to West Germany {three of these four
i returned with him) I advised the lawyers that we could ~
easily have these people intevviewed either by Agency
cfficers or possiblv by the 8FV, T stated that we were
awaiting a reply frow Germany on & previous inquiry
concerniny the veracity of HEINE's enatire history of his
! return in 1956 aee-hls subseguent—srecessine—in—late060
i and his subsenuent processing in late 1956 und early 1957,
vl As soon as this reply is reccived I would pe bach to .
; Gersany and have these people 1nt"rv1eauu.%_ o
; again referred te the p(sq1h1]1t~ that o Triend of theifw,
am Awmerican husinessmar whe resides in Qe rmany;nmiuﬁu\hus

i cufficient Cree tiwe, could see these people and 7
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necessary arrange {or them to be deposou, r\“p
somewhat concerncd that 1 we had the intéFviews conducted
by en intelligence ofiicers asking in behalf of CIA or KRV,
with later follow-up by a private lawvyer if und when the
individuals had. something useful te offor, the fact that
the intorviews had previcusly becn conducted by sccurity
vfficers c¢ould conceivably prejudice the use of the
testiwmony in the trial. #wo went arvound on this for a little
,yhilc with. ¢ . Jlless cuncerned on this point than
)7 I enrhasized that we would abide by their
"tleslrcs 6f this matter since the jurpese of the exercise
was to obtain material which would possibly be useful in
the Jelense, The subject was finally left us follows: we
wouuld have the interviews ¢onducted by our neople or the
BFV in Gernany, bheing careful not to wmake any refercnce te
the trial now in process and umier the pulse of a routine
inquiry into HETNIE,

4. -1 turned over to the attorneys _the lenvthy rveport _
on the HEINE case recently completed by J“Q
I gave them a hrief and sterile analysi$§ of his backyroun
so that they wight better appreciate the cnntent of the
report and how the conclusicns were arrived. I euphusized
also that the report sheuld not he shown to RAUS since it
int¢luded comments on dehriefings of HEINE to which RAUS
has not been given access. There was complete understanding
on this point, )

5. Once apain the gquestion was raised of our providing
the name ol sowmebody who might be called us an ecxpert
witness hy the defense, (Comment: This idea was originated

_with me_in onc of our earlier nmeetings at which tine

C \ﬂjscc}ci to he coubt{ul as to whether such an expert
witness would ever be pernitted to testify over prosccution
objections, In the several =months that have passed the idea
_has apparently sppealed tqy ( _i]particulnrly, while
\is sti1] uncertaTn whetlief we could use the

—Services of such an expert. At the same time we have failed
to come up with anyone with the desirable qualifications,
f.e,, non CIA affiliatjon_and avsilability for surfacing

in the courtroom, I told ( Y we werc still working

on this matter and had ené individual in mind whe ray be
aualified (WRA(A) amd that we would advise thes about jt,
Both; ¢ N Vand, ( ) oariented jokingly on putting
AllefrDulles on the stand, Bven thouch he might nat he

i pointod sut that he weuald be asbed merely to pive
ISTs O)l/?ﬂﬁq on Soviet espionage K, This =atter was not
pursued further,

“particulillv cxpert on that particular area nf tiwe and place,
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6. f )y then advised thL.attornays of the
results of our dJdiscussi6ns within the Agency and the
“decision to po shead with the defense. tie also discussed
with them the status of our talks with Department of

' JJustice i this case. These peints adt.COvcrcd inC
- 2 zemoramdunm for the record Juated 3 .Jufie ID6S
“0GC-65-20217" . _

7. With respect to the nlyment of legal fcces 1ncurrou
to date, we ut fqut spoke gbout withholding submission of
bills until the case is cempleted, but later ayreed that
. they might submit an interim hill for services to date
nlonp with the current ‘bill for ‘the Wrinte 1nvestigator.
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