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1, " on 14 March 1966 WIS called mo tu report hriefly on the mesults

of the 11 March hearing in the Fodaral tourt of taltinure on the delense
mation for a smun.:ry Juugrwnt"n this Clise," His sccoint WiTl the coverad
helow, | Hc also -u.i\cd ﬂe “how T fcltjnoout an llﬁtf)nl u*‘e"usr-' writer deine-
a story on the 'trial: for s Torunto' emifre dewspeper, - T told hie that it
,would be :ar bettcr 1o "ubllclty at” a1l wurentv'he‘-lven to this case,
certainly’ ror The 1\!‘(3 wont fat- least, .\“wn nnd H be' whig the ease will -
.he time enmigh fot wny ucwspawer ﬂgcuunt" ,and ve would far-nréfer that
no publicity e :1v si'to it even at'thidt tlr'-.r-. T.x"rcl'-.!rc anything e

could do to prevent’a story beilng written would e helpful,

2, On 18 ‘"rc.l I\AJC: calIcu s and ..1:,<ed Tor & ‘luncheoun vwetm I
Mot with lim at the (,nmceal tearth i’cstdunmt mr ‘unc‘\eon. " ilis -m,n
purpose m:, 1o a-\olo ize tor i f2ct that a' ne h’b}_‘d er stary had already
_n‘:,.garcl on his case iu a 'Ioranto entiure’ nuuhc«twn T RAUS stated that
-the 11 March ‘\(‘-11’1117 i, LJ\.- en open, to thu.ﬂubhc 'md t.mt s couple of his
l,tom,m "{riends hud dSked w.v.\.tncr thdy miait utten\..‘ o had chccked whtii
c 2 'and found that therc would be o, objection’ rom his part, Thcrc-
“fore at thc open ciurt, ncarmg Lo tcl}mv .stonmm.‘ha! been rresent
sir, llellar f"}.,'\BB:, and Mr,. uunn'lr PAABD: ‘iot-. of- these individuals’ -m:
favorably inclined towatds MAUS. CRANZE wad taking notes during the
course of the hearing anid® 2AUS questioned him shout it and loarned thot
he intended toywrite up a story for the 'Vaba testlone” (“Freo Estonian™)
- witicht 1s a. Toronto "Lbhc:zno.x. \r *mrcntw this wus imwortant to -
l4r. CRABAEbécause he was soing to get $20 for the'story, Tt wus for this
reascn that RAUS, iad cnllcn. e on 4 .'arCu il asked WE.o.w‘ et dhott s
mblicity, utgr I ohad, tolcl un‘ that' -.rg.s "“d'ul‘;t itthe had ealled”
CRADRE to ask ham to hold w* ‘on’ Y:1 W :M cint bt owas apparently too 'late
since CRABRE had, .1].1“1;- ndy torm rided HEE '.tur" to Turo_lm wd dE Bas appedred
in the m,wspauer. RAUS wlll nake topies for o and O ﬁ'nd Zive us
both 'the originnl’ and the tr: lnfl.mn: ‘*‘!.‘- was considerabli areloretic
. about the course ‘of evenrts amlwahie

me U5 e osure that he had not inteans
tionally dischoyed nfy desires 1n L,ur wnttery,  Utold fim that it was
unfortunate that anythiag s ‘r\ul\ have appenrod bt tasl it wae probably
unaveidabls, and T told hiw to forset mboat it, ' ' -
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ol the hearlng and e was ot ho Weans sure that his um.eﬁtandim of it was

accurate on all tihe roints, He stated that & ':1‘..\.-“[ lync- thc “rmcln..l
pleading and that the arpumcnt“tlvn was primarily betweon and the
judse, (lla was not sure of his name,) The attorneys for f e ;rd‘bcution

had played only a minor role in the proceedings. The ost imnortant points
are covored be]ow . '

1. The judne had questioncd the wovrding of Helms!' affidavit which had
rpparently not been completely ,nt14fy1nr to hin, because it was "cenclusive,”
e asked whether fHelms could not be subpeenned to appear, but, O o R I
jocted strongly that jlolms was a Presidential appointee and m&ﬁiu:tc:m R
very busy official md could not e aske:d to come to Jaltimore for such a
hearlng, The jwipe st this point stated that i wonld be willing tou come
to Washingtorn to see )ir, llelms if necesvary. ‘Apparently nothing further
come of this exchange,

S. The question of RAUS' "waployment" by CIA was olso raiscd., Tha
vrrosecutor's motion had emphasized ﬂ.at PAUS was Tlawown to hc an employes of
the Bureau of tublic Reals, (O 4 Idr'rumentution wns that it was por-

fectly possible for RAUS to 53 employ@d’ by one Govermaent accncy and workine

wler cover for CIA, If he were in fact working flor CIA in certain intelliconcogss

matters in counection with his Estoniun emipre involvement, his actions and
statements would be not in besihall of the Buresu of Public Reads but of CIA,
PAUS believed that there had been no conclusive deciszion on this matter Lut
that the judge wight rcqulrn us to pTOﬂNCC somcthine more substantial 1n the
way of affirmation of his employment by the \eency, Tn short the term "'enmloy-
ment' was not yst resclved, :

. 0, The judse was puzzled as to why the-motion for "absolute privilege™ ﬁ&wﬂ%&ﬁ?
had been made only now rather than_at the very outset of the case, In this Al

connection the Judxc asked whether, EL — ould go on the stand o testify
on the c1rcunst.mcns of this moticR, but, C ' ealled ~TJ'ta the
stond instexd and the latter t‘stxfied under oatly e sfated thaT when they
aad first takcn the case he had talked it over with Apency lawyers and had
been told that AUS' connection with the Agzency and bis nctivities were such
that thay could not be revealed to the public for lesitimate security reasons.,
Thay had based their entire defunse on that assumption, However, at the time
when HEINE's attorneys scrved their very long interrogatories on RAUS he had
again visited the Agency to go over the questions asked in the interropatories,
Tne Agency lxwyeTs had decided that in view of the very searching nature of
the interropatories and of thelr inability er unwillingness for security res-
sens to respond to txen, it would be necessary to resort to the claim of
absolute privilesce. .

7. RAUS stated that the judpe rad made a7 oeplp jssue of the fact that the

claim of absolute privilege had been nresentesd Ly GAUS' attemeys instead of
Ly the Government, i felt that the Doverarcnt should hgve mzda this clalms,
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or at least beocu represented in court through the Nepartment of Justice or
tho Attornoy fieneral. & 2 argued with the judge on this point but
RAUS secmad to foel that the jidee wus not fully convincod,

8. As RAUS understands it, the judge will now write an ovinion of the
.case-and he 13 not surc whether this will involve a decisfon on_the motion
for summary judgmemt or rot., At the conclusion of the hearinpig. =~ A
told RAUS that while we wore not yet "out of the woods", the juldge was —
questioning all the elements which the prosecution might use in an appeal,
so that 1f he finally decides In RAUS' favor the opposition's grounds for
appeal will probably have -been reduced or oliminuted. '
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