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1. On 1 July a meeting was held at the Depa.rtmenz of Justice
to discuse the possibility of its participating in the Helne libel suit in
the event an attempt should be made.to compel Rauu to disclose the
source of his information. Present were {a) Mr. John Douglas,
Assistant Attorney Censral, Civil Divlslon. together with Division
attorneys Messrs.. Harland F. Leathers ¢ and William Arncld;
:l:;\Massrs o : _Sa.ndl . __‘1°£L/___ | :Land

‘("L 8 /"‘/J.i .
_ 2. For Mr. Douglas' benefit, the Agency E relationa}up with
Raus, our suspicions of Heine, and the present status of the case
ware outlined,” Douglas stated that while he could not commit the
Attorney General or detail the specifics of how Justice's. intervennon
could be arranged he thought {t could be done, lf in the Agency's
optnion Raus' disclosure would be detrimental to the national securlty \
interests. In this regard, he said that Justice would need an ‘official
communicatton confirming the natmnal security factor.,_ v

3. Itold Douglas that at the moment AgencY concer'l over

being mentioned {n this suit was a determlnanon ‘of & partlcular
operating Dl deion head and I could not conﬁrm ‘that the DCI would be
as anxious, although Mr. Houston and I\were sympathetlc Douglas
said also that, if the Agency felt it could. aot put its request in writing,
an oral representation would probab») be sufficient, He re-emphaeized,
however, that the question of Jastice's participation was one for the

Attorney General.
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4. On theo subject of Justice's assisting.the Agency in resisting

wae qulte emphatic io stating that they would cooperate to the utmost in
rasisting any attempt to extract lnIormation from the Agency by means
of that dﬂdca.

5. The meeting waa adjournsd with the understanding that I
would work with Mesars.| nndi’ l preparing an
Agency draft letter, which prior to being. cubmtttea"’to the DCI
would be coordinsted informally with Douglan’ office,

8. In the late afternoon, duri_qg my absence {rom the Office,

'I dictated to[F i ower the phono s draft letter,
‘copy of which is attached. -~ : .
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It

‘wecurlty intereats of the United States for the defendant or for anyone else to

_ ; {I"‘rcttyma;nis Craft)
Dear Mu. Attorney General:

The case of Eerlck Helne v. Juri Rauy, Civil Action No, 15952, was (iled
in the United States IMetrict Cou_rt for the Disteict of Maryland on November 6,

1964, and served on the defondant >n Deceraber 14, 1904, In bricf, the platntiff
alleged in his compisint that the defendant slandered him by stating on three

separate occaslonys that the phlnti[! was a Co:_nmunint secret agent, The i '
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defendant {n his anawer was presented varlous detenléa. including one that .
"The utterances made by the defendant that he had received respoasible informa-

tion from an official agency of the United States Government to the effect that the|

plaintli{ wae a Soviet agent or collaborator were true. "

We underatand that this ca;e probably will comu‘ to trial in Baltimore in
the fall, and that in the meantime the plaintiff may seek to obtain information :
from the defend;nt by way of eh.her'interrogat-ories or depc.zsit.ion. We haveo
investigated the facts of this case sufficlently to make a determination that

\T—/J{ éwbclv

the defendant to reveal, directly or indirectly. MG@ the aource the
information he received in connection with the plaintiff, the information itseWJ'
or any other i:'u::ts bearing on the plainti{f's activities or the dcfendant's. contacts

within the Covernment relating to thix case, would be detrimental to the national :

gecurity interests of the United States.

Since we have also determined that it would be detrimental to the aational’ )

1

reveal the identity of the departmont or agency of the Covcrnment involved, we |

request you to make appropriate representations to the Court on behalf of the
United States in whatever manner sesms appropriate to you whea the problem

arines but which will be deslgned to foreclose further {hquiry of the defendant.

Sincerely yours,
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