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Heine Loses as
"B f Y o cover . . . and has accorde
o g Ema ea ﬂe L@§€:5 @ @e plail;ltiff (Heine) that opportun-
ity .
e ! E g But the judge made it clear
. S n ; Ak N SN y =9he felt the CIA had been com- |
‘ n A@ @ WS%C § AN ijli@@m a elled to go as far as it should
CPYRGHT w : : v -Eavet Iﬁeen, in t.di'stglosing data
- . " By LYLE DENNISTON [the question of the truth or[™EY aus acviues. L :
CPYRGHT DY Gtor btat Writee falsity of the charges, because] | efaﬂ?ﬁgigifgl&f@%ﬁ?ﬁé@ STATINTL
CPYRGHT | _BALTIMORE — § JeTaj oot = ~ - caled upon to make the state- T S
~UTEE C]0ay IICW OUC @ 9110 i e =S TS | ADOUT 1CITIC S AT et
CPYRGHT 000 lawsuit accusing a CIA asseried by the United States.” 701 [ 2% et agont becalflse
‘agent of slander m calling ‘an  The judge said “the dilemma that whs necessary to protect
CPYRGHT - Estoniay emigre leader a Com- which would be presented atlagpe j teprity of the agency’s
imunist pnd Sovict agent.-  the trial would be the same forcign|intelligence sources.”
: ‘. Judge|Roszel C. Thomsen is- dilemma which is presented] "mya agency’s concern about
-sued af order summarily dis- now.” ' Heine. ppparently rose in 1963
.‘missi)ng the liullite'med t“'gu)"féaffi That dilemma, the judge said,Jwhen He was making a tour of
ago by jerik rcine, a naltve o . Jthe Unjted States and Canada.
‘Estonia| who now lives in a ‘;_d‘;hethfr ?eil:sf wm;};l E)e f-;fg:s During|his tour, Heine was de-
"subuib pf Toronto, Canada. /bidden 10 Uty anou seribink what he called his vig-
Heinels suit was against Juri and to call witnesses in order| orous btforts as an anti-Soviet
Raus, a| Hyattsville engincer for to. prove that what he saidls.oqo "fighter, and as a result
“the Burpau of Public Roads and about Heine was true. Thisfi. glining popularity among
‘a somefme agent of the Central inability, he said, might nott "nokth American community
Intelligdnce Agency. -+ ..only make Raus come inigh,r"msidnian emigrants.
- The (IA has said that Raus;court “weaponless before hif "pacslise of this the agency
fwas an|employe of the agency adversary,” but might denyl gecided that it had to €xpose
“and hafl been given orders in|Heine ‘‘the "opportunity to ab]iHaine's alleged background as a
1964 to| spread the word thatitempt to vindicate himself i commbnist agent, and chose
"Heine Was a “dispatched Sovietcourt.” Raus, himself an Estonian im-
Uintelligdnue  operative, 2 KGB| e judge said: “No way tdmigraft, to do the job.
“agent.”| KGB is the Soviet’ se-|ayqid choosing between two evild| In hfs lawsuit, Heine clamed
V cret pofice agency. . ..-lhas been suggested or dis{/that of three occasions in 1963
. : - Judgd Thomsen based his dis-! ooyered.” and 19§44 Raus described him as: |
. Co .(mlssaé of the lawsuits on two|™y " - 1ding Raus’ claim thaf @ Cominunist and a KGB agent..
. groundy: ... he has a privilege of immunit
. He sajd that Raus has a.“priv- §o. hic officially ordered state
ilege apainst liability for defa-'\nanic” oainst Heine, Judge
A - (mation’] because he acted myomcen relied on a 1959 Su-
. : “within| the scope of his em- preme Court decision in the,
‘ploymept by an agency of the ¢ocq of Barr v. Matteo. )
iUnited [States.” e g in favor of th
'_2. Thp government has a The ruling in favor of the
RTTTIRT SRR S . $1CIA's claim that &L need not
privildge . aganst drlsc’(’)very Ofi tell any more sccret informa-
the secfets of the CIA. ffect | tion about Raus and his actions
. Thompen’s ruling, In eliect | o pacod ypon a federal law
ends th¢ lawsuit, unless Heine's! dosimned to safeguard national
lo to persuade a Ocsiencd o Sa1CEL ;
{lawyerq are ab p ®> & defense and security secrets, ,
_hlgher ourt to reverse the rul-l "uqy'ic tjoar that if Raus makes
Ung. oo further disclosures without the! 8
lein S\attome}"ls‘-fh?r‘i]e said approval of -the agency, he} '
ith.ey wpuld appeal i 0mSCR o ould noi only violate the sec-!
‘dismisded their «case. They " . t (that h del
! ; file & forma] Yecy agreoment (that he madey
‘hage 3 days to il h _with the CIA in 1963), but might!
- [Dotice pr appeal with the 4th aic, yilate the statule prohibit
“U.S. Cqurt of Appeals at'Rich-| ing unlawinl disclosure of con-
mond, Ya. | fidential information  respect-|
.. Had the judge ruled the other| jng the national defense.” ' «i
"way, Heine's claims that he Erhe judge said that be *'has!
was defamed by Raus would| heen anxious” to insure that;

TRen tried before @ jury.| Heine “should have the oppor-] | o
“The Same Dilemma . ,.” [itunity to discover ‘,”ha.tft".-‘?&hi@i‘ : ' : :
' Thomsen, noting that Heine{ " »
had challenged the truth ¢f the :
"~ remarks made about him by
. Raus, sald in his opinion today:
+ “A_trial, would not resolve;
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