
Clai.s of prlvil •• 

Peter F. Flaherty 
Deputy Attoroey Gener.l 

I bave rft'iawed thtl attached affidavits aad claill. of 
priv11 ••• and they appear to be ill ord.r. Ther. i. DO need 
for the Pruld_t to approve the clalm of privileg. in • 
litigation context. Th. courts only require that: the bead 
of an agency •••• rt the claim of prlvil ••• UDlte4 Stet •• v. 
Reynold., lit, U. s. 1 (19S2), &lid the Pr •• ideDt: baa not 
required that such clailu be pre ... ted to him for approval. 

I would 1JUII •• t that the c1ai_ of privi1eg. be alt.red 
in one ad.-nor re.pect. aad that Alat •• to the us. of the 
term "E8ecutive" JPdvil.e. All that aaed b. doDe here i. 
to lodle a formal clai. of privi1eg., and .pecify th. reasons 
uaderly1rtg that clala. SilICa the papers to be aubmitted. 
.... ld perfoZ'll thi. ftmctloa withaat 1avokill& the tft'ID "Execu­
tive" privileg., 1 b.li .... that we .hould coalo ... to the 
Attorn.,. a .... ra1·. d •• ire to refrain. froll u.ing the ten 
HExec:utiv. privi1 .... tt 

.Jolla K. lIaratll 
As.iataat Attoraey CeDeral 
Office of ~.l Coun.el 


