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MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Ceatral Intelligence

SUﬁJECT: Heine v Rauo

1. This memorandum is for information.

2. No groafprogress was made in the case of Heine v Raus
on Friday afterncon, 13 May 1966, Before the hearing we resclved
our position with the Departmart of Justice and the Attorney Genaral
so that no ataterments wore made or positions taken by Juatice which
{mpalired our position in court. In fact, they continued generally
to support the defense's position. S

3, Most of the afternoor waa spent by the judge going over
the'existing record, verifying the papers in it ar calling for further
verification and then analysing the record to find out what further
points needed clarification or identification. There was a fair
‘amount of argument by counsel on technical points on admissibllity
of documants or evidence, and the court held forth at soma length
on its analysis of the present status of the case. The main subject
on which the judge philosophized was the problem involved in
claiming a personal privilege for the defendant and then having
the Government limit the information which ¢ould be given about.
hia omploymeﬁt rtlltlohlht_]?. ‘This, of courae, is the crux of
the whole problem and one which we havae recognised from the _
start. Tha judge concluded by indicating points on which he wished:
further docurmentation and/‘askad the defenss counsel to tender
; certain papers and gave plaintiff's counsel until about 20 July
on papers he thought they should prt\zpare. After 20 July if
; counsel request further oral arguinent on the law, the court
i . will set a time in August. In all probability, therefore, the opinion
’ on the motion for summary judgment based on priviiege will not
be handed down until either late Auguast or early Sepleraber.
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4. U there was significant about Friday'o
procoedings it was my', that the judge was aet as
confident of hie position ting the privilege, and it te

more probable than it was befere that we may get an adverse
ruling in bis court. 1f so, we would then go to trial and

perhaps this would be the most fortunate outcoms. Mowever,

uthuumowomonlyvm.qdmud-ukm Jestice

mmomdumdmm : X
Co \ SICTD ,
-' LAWRENCE R. HOUSTON
. General Coussal
cc: DDCY - -":
SR. 1
U
/

~ - o
bl o RS



