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The background of the attached
is as follows: On 8 Febru- 1 -

ary 1967 RAUS told me that he‘-f
and( had discussed

the idea of their having lun

with Orr Kelly,. the reporter
for the Star, in order "to
get to know him" and perhaps

able to our side of the case,
I told RAUS that I had no
objection to the idea but }
doubted that it was worth thd -
,jrouble, and at any rate

égwould have to cleat.“‘
1t with (Attached is a

copy of my memorandum for thq / :

_I subsequently told{ _

record which covers _this.}
twhat RAUS had sajid a;§

—to_eXpect a call from(¢

Rt _;
-

concerning the idea, ~0n’
lS'ﬁébruary{ - ilcalle
to ask me to make sure that

.
_ RAUS had not and would not -

' see Kelly. RAUS informed me| .
0. that he had not met with Kelly..
B or anyone else, will not in "} -
S the future and certainly would..
a’ R not. have dang QQ unaccomﬁsg;ed'h
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15 February 1967

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD

SUBJECT: Heinoa v. Raus

1. Iecalled/ o _today to exprecs our concern
that Juri Roue sghoild be interviewed by Qrr Kellyi I expreased the

‘hopo that firm plans had not been mado A ssured me they

had not and he wag quick to appreciate cur dipincHnation to go along
with what apparently had been Raus® proposal for counteracting the
publicity given Holne. He stated that when Raus firet montioned it,
he had attempted to point up the problems involved, particularly that
Raus wounld be unable to give Kelly any mcaningful information con-
gistent with the poaitlon that he had maintained in Court.

n ths Agency, {SB/CY), who has
succendod s Raus' con?act, hna s=~yged me that it was
not hiv bub rather REGs'. 1have ”kcdf.x "\ko tell Raus that we
are opposed to his belng interviewed by Kelly or anyono else.

2, Whih jcd me to belicve that the ideca may have
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