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Dear Jim, Heine Case 3/2/76
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The affidavits by Helms and Houston are brief but I think Helpful.

The appear to make claim to the propriety of dwmmm domestic activity otherwise
illegal as part of the protection of intelligence sources.

The aoluhuiuofthempaignagainntndnnmsmportreceivodhya
neounterilligence agent,"I suppose at Langley, Therc was at one point an apparent
inteion of masking this.

This is %o say that some crasy right-winger gets a report that by crazu right-
wing logic becamea fact and everyone above him, lacking any other kmowledge, is within

the lew in vislating it— all inside the United States.

% 1t even becomes a protcction of intelllgence sources falsely to call & man KGB.

& If it were true I oan;t sec how it could protect intelligehce sources.

i HM%I'msmiammutthemabitmthanheralnidzandthe

CIA of that period wanted its emigres, who were used in all kinds of demonstrations,

to be under extreme-right leadership. Thus domestic activity also becames part of the {

protection of intelligence sources, too.
Anything can be.
I think we can expect this. And should be prepared to use it.
Willisms actually used it in court. I presume his was one of the court's

asSUTaNnces.
This coincides in time with his representation of us, too.

Pretty farout!

Nobody knows, nobody can even learn if thls "counteridtelligence agent"”
was insene. Or if he personally invented the "peport.® Uf if his wmx "analysis” ik
is within reason.

The combination is terriblet anything that CIA wants o efl tha protection of
intelligence sources is, ipso facto, the protection of intelligence scurces. It can be
jrrational, non-existent even fabricated and it justifies any domestic illegal act.

Like apying on me?
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