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1. ' On 14 March 1966 !1A1.1r, called it to report briefly on the resultsa the 11 1ifarch, hcring in the ; :pileral Court of ilaltimere on the defense

motion for a ....4ivanary, • jtiedairirit 'in' this iiiis re1.' " -	die- covered
 t ic .also	 ked , how I felt sill.;thit Hi	 ton iAn A eraigio	 i ter do in

a story On the- trial 1 for	 lot onto' emigre newspaper'. -1 1 tolil 'ASV that it.
, would be far betterif no publicity it 41. 11 we re to bC hien . to this case,

Certainlynir - thc	 npd t, he inc tAe-case

. he tine eririitgli Cot : srv 1 11CroeiRaper nccuunta, ant1 . 1...1..ild 1.1r prefer

no pul,licit iy 1.e ive:I- to it even Ot ctnit tiir.o. Tne;reizire anything iie
could do to prevent‘a story being !iritten would be helpful.

2. On 18 1 . itirch	 IS 'called t. and asked for ri 'luncheon neetinct.
with . liini at the- :Ciareoalyifeartiii?estaurieit • (Or „ luncheon. i'is main

purpose is to ttpoloile for the fact that _a' newSpapec rtary had :already

.appoared on his case iii ;CTorantd emidire'publicatilair 1i111-1 stated that
:tbe 11 March hearing ieid.„"dgeri open to tli:p.public . a	 tuft h couple of his
Estonian 'friends inid . aSkeeWhotherr' thdy ;high!. atten .	 c had checked wiCi
c::

--r

	

.	 .	 .	_7 and found that 	 waffle be no objection', f.rori his part. There-
ti-tare .at—flic open c ianitt heat-big two ' foll -ow-Estenianslial boon nresent:
Mr. itellar C11,11113E 	 Cuinnai- WiA110:„,. rial-ptd Q. tdese indiViduals-are
iiavor.ably -inclined towards -112.1.6.' Ci1A11.111".•was' taking hetes	 the
.course of the hearing and- 2458 questioned him about it and learned that
he intended to t write un a story for the 7Vaba restizirie" 1' re Estonian")

•which is ajoronto publicatiqn. .tranrently this •iedS ititoortant to	 •

14r. CRA88flecause . he ,was- going to get ;20 for the story 	 it oils .for
reason that ItAllS„had Calleci•_rtie On 11.2..larch anti :JskvLi 	 01 1 ait

INthlicity, After •I , I iztd_tolci, him that' was	 luist it'	 iiati c'lle
• CittiliRli to ash him to hold Up , on the story hut It was app•nrontlii too 'late

since atliBBE had, alieady f6±, T r:16((i iis story to Toronto iiQjj as ;Tree:red
in the 'newspaper.: P.A.Lii11. -.till-Pa:cc" „topics Co. r	 and „ C._	 give its

bOth . the -original* and the translation. :1A:di; Nas ce.nsidcralilrapoloactic

about the -course'of -events and 	 P.te l•••-• be sure thdt iic had not intein-

tionally disobeyed my ..ICSITC5 irr this L iatt f.:1 • .	 l told	 t:Int it

unfortunate that -anythiliR shotild • hiavo adpearod nut	 it

unavoidablo, and I - told him to for- nt dibeilt it.

.	 .
3.	 then in. oceadoil to brier	 on the hod ;MI! , t 

phiSIZO,i that he ik:1 :74, frotiiitl it souict4rit	 to le11.oi; d11 t:d.. intricacies .
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of the hearing and he was at no meana sure that his,enderstandine of it has
accurate on all the points. lie stated that L: 	 eaChnd aerie the princip.al
pleading and that the argumentatien %,..as primarily h -Fiweenttre 	and the
judge. (He was not sure of his name.) The attorneys for no pieffecution
had played only a minor role in the predeedihas. The most important points
are covered below.

4. The judge 4nd questioned the werdine of Helms' affidavit which had
apparently not. been completely satisfying to him, because it was "conclueive."
Fic asked whether Helms could not be subpoenaed to meter, butja	 -fl 'ob-
jected strongly that Helms was a Presidential appointee and uirainibtealt a
Very busy official and could net be asked to come to laltiMore for snCh a
hearing. The judge/ at this point stated that he .would be Oiling to Come .
to Washington to see lir. Helms if necessary. Apparently nothine further
came of this exchange.

S. The question of RAUS' "emeloyment" by CIA was alsb raised. The
prosecutor's motion had emphasized that RaUS was'knoun to be an employee of
the Bureau of Public Roads. ,g:	 d2 l areumentation was that it was per-
fectly possible for RAUS to	 employetby one Govermaent aacncy and workine 	 mama=
under cover for CIA. If he were in fact working for CIA in certain internecine
matters in connection with his Estonian emiere involvement, his actions and
statements would be not in behalC of the Bureau of Public Reads but of CIA.
PAUS believed that there had been no conclusive deciaion on this matter but
that the judge might require us to produce something more substantial in the
way of affirmation of his employment by the Agency. In short the term "employ-.
ment" was not yet resolved.

6. limn judge was nuzzled as to why the . motion for "absolute privilege"
had been made only now rather tie:n eat the very outset of the case, In this
connection the judge asked whetherj: 	 erwould go on the stand eto testify
on the circuastances of this motion, but C- 	 ;7 callöd t	 to the
stand instead end the latter testified under oath: He slated tha lewhen they
had first taken the case he had talked it over with Agency lawyers and had
been told that WIS' connection with the Agency and his activities were such
that they could net he revealed to the public for leeitimnte security reasons.
They had based their entire defense on that assumption. However, at the time
when 1-Min's attorneys served their very long interrogatories on PAUS he had
again visited the Agency to go over the questions asked in the interrogatories.
The Agency lawyers had decided that in view of the very searching nature of
the interrogatories and of their inability er unwillingness for security rea-
sons to respond to them, it wcuid he necessary to resort to the claim of
absolute privilege. 	 .

7. RAU?, stated that the judee had made e aie issue ef the fact that the
claim ol absolute privilege had been rXeSel;ted	 attenieye instead of
by the Cevernment. He felt that the Goveeeeent should have made this claim,
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or at least been represonted'in,Oonrt'through the ikTortment of Justice or
tho Attorney . General. C,	 21 orvied with the Judge on this point but
RAUS seemed to fool that the judge wits not fully convinced.

8. A% RAUS understands it, the judge will now write in opinion of the
case and he is not sure whether this will involve a decision on the motion •
for summary judgment or not. At the conclusion of the hearinth:L
told RADS that while we wore net yet "out Of the woods", the judge wRS —
questioning all the elements which the prosecution miht use in an appeal,
so that if he finally decides in RAUS' favor the opposition's grounds for
appeal will probably havo-been reduced or eliminated.'

Distribution:	 .
I - RAUS' file
1 - HEINE' file

' 1 - SR/O/AC chrono
1 - Office of General Counsel
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