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-ROSENBERG FIES-
ORGIA RELEASED

- growth of Boviet -Mo;;\ié
Rescarch and Reports on

Kiaus Fuchs Dcspribed

——————————————

By PETER KIIISS
© Sbuctat 1o The Now Yerx Tioe

‘Union.

A ook at the documents,
yeleased under the Freedom of
Informzlion Act suit brouvght
by the Rosenbergs' two §ORS
hoping to clear their pareats’
pames, snpplied somez fooinotes
to history today at Rosslyn,

. WASHINGTON, Dec. é—An
" gnitial batch of 804 pages of
Central  Intelligence Agency
files has been rveleased on!
the 25-vear-0ld case that sent
Julius and Ethel Rosenberg 10
their deaths for plotting atomic
spying in behalf of the Soviet

Va., C.LA. office.

They inclvded tne following:
GTwo pages of a study of
intelligence,
contending that the Soviel's
atomic quest started relatively
unplanned 4s a result of pre-
worle War 11 Comintern Te- )
cruitment  of scicatists Jor T e = zdmomlaﬁ
unist fronts. By, : : L

dy said, Soviet
detailed‘

Soviet mili

forcign .Comm

31843, the s

officers were receiving
information on atoryc research!
by their allies—FEngland, Cana-;

tary

tu

da and the United States.

4 A 1960 report from a Source: e
in East Germany on Dr, Kiaus'
Fuchs, termed in the ather stu-
dy the first atomic spv for _
“the Soviet military, asserting - . °
fhat he carried o4t “cxtersive S
calculations for a breeder reece
* tor with a relatively ht
out of ahout 60 percen
+§n prison in Britewmy. .. s
rcport 1o the Feo' '
v of Investigaticn -
dated May 34, 1830, <lug 2 N

CA C.LA,

deral Bureat

German ipvasion of

Aniep as e

LFONS SCCUVY
. JETEea by th

tisted Dr. Fuchs hefore the 1941}
s Soviet
texpromely danges D
¢ risk” who might!

- Nazi security booklet as ‘nat'm:;'g

oh burns
”* while

4

4

{

bal;: utC 5 1?7

- Auther: .

¥
.

e Russiafds. . -
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frefnpee with the British scienti-

S gconfession led 0 PR
'iin England Feb. 2, 1950, snd{ " ]

fa 14.-vear prison term, and :tl‘ L

! ;

. : .agent 10 whom Dr, Fuchs gave
* nformution.

. warti;ye Army machinist at Los

s sister, ss other contacts.

Br. 'Fuchs had_Yoreen~at
the Los Alamos, NM, atomic].
omh project, As A Lerman

fic mission. His volupteered soYi
his arrest!

off Amcrican favestigations
that ied to the Rosenberg case. |

Harry Gold, 3 Philadelphis: -
chomist, was arrested 38 the

This Jod to the .
~arrest of David Greenalnss, &

Alamos, for giving data 1o Mr.
Goid. Mr. Greenziass identilied.
Julius Roscnberg, his brother- ..

indaw, and Ethel Rosenbery,

The wnewly seleased doce
uments showed that the CLA.
{ried 10 trace Anatoli A. Yakov-
Jev, against whom the Rosen-
berg mdictment i$ still out-

~ standing 28 Mr. Gold's spy su-
perior. The agenty reporied Mr.
Yakovlev, who left the United
States alter serving 85 Soviet
vice consul in New York from

1941 to 1946, had become vice. -

consul.in Parnis.
A June 29, 1662, CL.A. teport,
fong ufter the 1933 electrocy:
tions of the Rosenbergs, said
- that the Soviet official’'s true
pame was Yatskov. that he
served in France from 1946 .
to 1948 as a scientific_and
technical intelligence officet, -y
" and that he thea reterned fto- )
the Soviet Union, where me.
ot dnto some A
roubles “bscause of relativ

and then wound up in an infti- o

ligence “jllegals directorate. ; :

unexplainkdi .
“orandum

. seven years his senlor.” o

1Zms a gesult of .his yeass in
. Pritish prison and has com-i:

social contacts in Dresden,”i.
. the veport BT

s

involved in the Fuchs case in
England received awards.”

{ secently been w ,
. director of the a) Phy!

" ‘3ag that sn informant whose s
" mame js blanked out had told
. of an incident of Dr. Fuchs's,
Fast trip 1o the United States

. Fuchs fosget it, the escquain-

by {ihe blanked-out namel”

ument ssid that Dr. Pychs’

Jnstitute for Nuclear Physics jni'c

Dresden, Esst Germany, »
“He was termed “stili 8 brll-
Siant scientist..dedicated politi-1;
cally 10 communisn...nOW Mars

~gied t0 a devoui Communisi,

™

“Fuchs s nhow wvery

pretely withdrawn himself from

M t s8R
T The winding trails of thell -
Javestigalions were jndicated’ .
.bv a Feh. 21, 1950, C.LA, mem-jihy. >
.orandum to the F.B.I, report-if." %

which he “now considers jm-
poﬂ' ‘OI‘ : g Lo E

“Fuchs had borrowed a hatf
from an acquaintance,” the mo-{’
morandum  related. . “When

tance refused to pick up thel
hat at a cerlain restaurant and;
insisted hat it be brought over:

Newly released FB.L doc-
-uments here include an jnter-j. .
view with Dr. 3. Robert Oppen-
heimer, -director of the Los
Alamos atomic bomb project.;:”. .
calling Dr. Fuchs's wartimej
scientific contributions = com-+%
mendable.” . g :
"~ A March 9, 1964, C.LA. mem-. .
veporied - that anr'”
*ugually " reliable” informant
had reported that “afl the So-
viet sizale security personnel

Tne materlal was obtained
by the Rosenberp sons, Michael
-and Robert Meeropol, who w
‘the release yesterday of 29,0
pages of F.B.L data on th

case, oo
Hew A e g B
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By WILLIAM CHAPMAN . Was useful fo the govern- Rosenbergs had aonsidend;f'

Washington $ost . " ent in prosecuting the Ros. fleeing the country just anty
WASHINGTON — A key enbergs on charges of con- the FBI first questioned J

witness against Julius and spiring to steal atom bomb  §us that month, -1t also wy

1 Ethel Rosenberg was uncoy- secrets for the Soviet Unfon, used o attack Rosenber

2red by the Government Tartakow never testified in credibility—he hag denied on

"ﬂ:rough a tip from the FB]I the trial and nis role was the Witness stapd having

~informant whe was Rosen- pot known outside the Gov- Passpart photos taken -at

berg’s cellmate during the ernment gt the time. Schneider's shop, gt 99 Park
iri The Rosenbergs were exe- Row, i D
{ ‘Mment documents, cuted in 1953, The FBI docu- Avuthors who have written

The documents also por- ments Were made publie 2s a celebrated Rosen. e 5
iray the informant, Joseph result of 2 freedom-of-ingor- berg trial have described "~ ]
Eugene Tartakow, as an in. ation syit brought by their Schneider's testimony as both -
belligent, clever prisoner play- ons, Robert and Michael “startlmg” ang “devastat.
Ing a cat-and-mouse 8ame in [Mecropol, ing.” Writers sympathetic to
Which he triea to win an * e key witness produced the Rosenbergs cite his state.
early parole by digging in- by Tartakow's tip was 4 ments ag one of the few bits

formation oyt of Rosenberg of corroborating evidence " -
‘ before and after Rosen- | i Produced against them by L
Y& Was sentenced to death, ifi the government, = ‘ o
The materia}, veleased ear- had haq photos ¢ i Schneider wags 3 Surprige - Edition: .
er this week, is the first to New York City shop in~June’ witness, whoge name wgs . thor:
20w definitely that the 1950, Hjs testimony wag not on the government's wij. - { Author:
FBI's  jailhouse ~.Informant  brought oyt to show that the ness Jjst submitted io Rosen. | Editor:.”

" Titie

o

C;gkaclucagon;c :

submuu@ Ottice:
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berg Jawyers befare the irjal
’ an. The government sald
ay the time it had not known
Schneider’s existence when
the trial started in March of
1951, and the new documents
show that it was on Tara.
kow’s tip during the trial
thet the photographer was
found in time to testify as
the last of the government's
23 witnesses.
Tartakow obtained the in-

formation, according to the.

documents, because Rosen-
berg worried aloud in his cell
‘that the photographer might
be discovered and used in
the trial against him.

) memo from FBI official
AJ H. Belmont, written in
Agril 1851, says that Tarta-
kow “furpished us with in-
formation obtained from Ro-
senberg that Rosenberg was

spprehensive lest the FBI

learn of his obtaining pass-
port photographs in June
1950 for himself and fam-
ly, and use such information
in the trial. :

“This information was fur.
hished {by Tartakow) qur-
ing the trial and we were
successful §n locating a pho-
tographer who had made the
Passport photographs for
Rosenberg and his family
and the photographer fur.
nished evidence at the {rial”
- Other documents released
earlier have indicated that

Tartakow obtained from Ro-.

senberg a jalthouse econfes-
sion of espionage activities

and accounts of gther esplo-

nage figures the government
wanted fo arrest. .
Marshall Perlin, an attor-

ney for the Rosenberg sons

who took the name of ‘thetr

adoptive. parents), has a)s-
missed these reports asfa
“fantasy” ereated by
government. - 4.
-In one document made
Ppublic earller this week, Tar-
takow depicted Rosenberg °
S 3 man. shaken by the
guilty verdict, worried about
his wife, and hoping for
some help from his friends,
A memo Tartakow wrote
said: “He [Rosenberg) is fn
such a complete state of
emotional stress that he dis.
cusses nothing but his wite,
his need to be with ‘her, the
children, the fear of losing
them, and the
must be done in his behalf,
“Several times he en-
tions his quote friends un-
quote. But only in me
fleeting expression of h pe.”

work that
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' Rosenberg Infor}nanf

Ky WlLLlA\l Cll APM -\V
sshington Post

3 WASHINGTON —The FEI
ormant ‘who was Julius
senberg's cclimate during
‘Pis celebrated espionage
4rlal is pictured in govern-
‘ment documents as a “‘con-

1parlay his relationship with
1 Rosenberg into an -early
; :parole.

<4 memo from FBI official
FJAH., Belmont, writlen in
4 April 1951, said the infor-
‘mani —~ Jerome Eugene Tar-

e

obtained much of his infor-
§mation on Rosernberg from
{newspapers or other prxson-
] ors.,

Rosenberg and his wife,
‘Bthel, were exccuted in 1953,
4%The FBI documenis were
}made public as a result of a
| freedom-of-information  suit
" filed by the couples's sons,
Robert and Michael Meero-
{pol
1A Confidence Maw’
~Tartakow, Belmont wrote,
*js definilely a -confidence
mwan...He is intelligent and
Thas “the -confidence " man's
1 ahility to eapitalize opn his
" knowledge of Information
which may be available to

1-ete, 10 present a convincing
4 story regarding the scope of
his ¥unowledge of Rosen-
berg's activities. . .

"1 is not possible to state
“S%hat eny Information awhich
. }ived has furnished te us is
e | mitely false. Oa the other
h3nd, undoubledly .much of
mfmmahan ‘e Turnished
i :‘som'ecs

fidence man” who {ried to’

takow—actually may have

‘mend him for

‘ed very upsel over recejving

-does not stand ‘a ghost of &

the press, prison sources,

. recommended early  release

becmse ‘of the good beh
eredits Tartakow had

other than Rosénberg ..+ He
has furnished wus definite,

up during bis days im t
Federal House of Deten
in New Yaork. .

One Teason ‘the Fl! am

not want Tartakow released
was his polential usefuiness
In befriending Morton So-
bell, another convicted stom - .
$py. . R

The FBI's Belmont wrote
that Tar{akow's valpe to the
bureau “will carry over dtol'
Rosenberg's removal ...
through Tartakow's access -
10 Sobell who will be incar- |
cerated st the Federal =
House of Detention untii re-
nioval fo Atlanta.

"Parole for {Tartakow? at
this time in this .conmection
would thwart our principal
objective in having Tarta.?
kow have access to Sobell
end Rosenberg.”. . .

original information; for ex-
ample, the passport photo-
grapb information.”

That was a refernce to In-
formation Tartakow vecej-
ved {rom Rosenborg thét
led {0 passport photogra-
pher Ben Scheider, who
turned outl 1o he a key wite
ness at the trial,

Belmont's memo and other
mafcrial provide ap mtimate
picture of how Tartokow
tried to use the FBI to ob-
tain a parole at the same
time the FDI was vsing him
{0 extract information from
Rosenberg.

Desparate for Parale

Tartakow desparately
wanted the FBI to recom-
parole, the
FBI material shows, A tele-
type message from New
York agenis to YWashington
says that on April 16, 1851,
Tartakow was informed
“that the burean coulgd take
no active vole whatsoever in
recommending him for pa-
role ... . (Tartakow) appear-

-

ot s el it e et e

fhis news and stated that he

-.,...v

chance for parole without
bureau recommendation.’”"
Other , documents show
that the U.'S. prosecutor,
Irving Saypol, now a New
York Supreme Court justice,

for Tartakow hecause of his
cooperation. Tartakew ias .
rclcased about three maomths -

'§ {Indicate page, name of . -
§ newspaper, city snd state.)

Dél’: .
4 £dition:
4 Author:
1 Eattor:

Title: -

Character:

Classiticotion:
Submltuug Oﬂlcc:

D Belnq Invazthﬂ“ N

before his sentence was {
e;\pne, but il Is pot clea
“whether the release was du

,;5-;5%/3’-'&05

to Saypol’s mtervcnbon ) TR

mcuen.._..a..-m

--—J
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K 0
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eportinRosenberg F:les{
‘;eldHarrquld Neurotic

By PETER KIHSS . .. = .y

B - : Special to The New York Tmes_ ) 3y =
3 WASHINGTON, Dec. 5] The other sumtarized { the
TiHarry Gold was described as 2, findings of Dr. Samuel Leo id,
Finearotic and hostile personal-{ director o fthe Neuropsychiat-
ity with traits adding u to ric Division of the Philadelphia: -
1 “imbalance” in a court-ordered Municipal Court, as follows:
chistric report six months:  “The report indicated that <
§ before his testlmw in the tria} Gold has-above-normal mentali-
4 of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg. ty. He is hot insane but shows
1 The testimony of Mr. Gold, a: 2 neurotic personality charec-
{ confessed  atomic-spy courier terized by extreme otrderliness
‘1 for the Soviet Union, helped and compulsions. He has poor
1 bring about 1951 death sen- relationship to the world, dom-
1 tences for the Rosenbergs andjjinated ‘by resentful ideas and
Ja 30-year prison - term *ori{lwith iramature psychosexual
I Morton Sobell for conspiracy to development. :
{ commit espionage. .| “His :’g;}y !;istory s\éith coo‘ By
1 A summary of the psychlatric’| N0 rvic difficulties and - racia o1, &
1 report tum?c'l up tocfag’c among |PT judices, poor religious jn- FB1 dacument said, ASObell
29,000 pages of Federal Bureau !flupnce and a mother with ely is arrogant, stubborn, .l’?"“‘d,;
Investigation files released. radjcal political ideas—ail hgve sﬂ{‘-cen‘t‘erte}c‘i and egoz:tnz:a.
petition of Michael and;added to his imbalance. although the agency St

be " with at least four interviews
rgs':t ::l,:esfop?:hothe Rosef-i * Other documents showed re- with him in Alcatraz Pentiten-

v s

{indicate page, name of
31 newspapet, cnyvcnd sle ﬁ

it has become quite’ evident
that Sobell would like to Coep-
erate with the Governm nt
but is being prevented. fipm
doing so because of the Wn-
fluence his wife exercises oves

any decision in this matter.”
«Arrogant’ and ‘Stubborn’ .

March 30, 1954, another

monstrate thei paren * in- tiary during the year.

nocence. d e An F.B.lL response from New
A Mr. Gold testified In March
11951 that he had obtained

1atomic information from David

peated but unsuccessful efforts
by the FB.L in the early years
of Mr. Sobell's imprisonment—
‘he served nearly 18 years—to
'induce him to give up his

vork on April 24, 1951, 10
a reques} for an
Mr.
Ishortly ajter his sentence, said,|-

appraisal of

bbell’s personality,

ives in a world of

gr'::;‘g:::;" v:i':géls‘ser bu’?a)}(:; | protestations of innocence. . i“Sobell
. tiwas never cross-examined by Mr. Sobell was released in ‘electricit,‘ and electronics,”,
$ldefense counsel. Y1 1969, and is now a medical with classical music and photog-
| Psychiatric reports had been electronics engineer living in raphy his only dnver.snon;. "
{'ordered  in Philadelphia by New York. Mr. Gold, who had ! {hﬁ, docua\en‘t’ sdald t 3{" l:
 Federal Judge James P. Mc- been a Philadelphia chemist, Sobell’s father da 8°‘:;l_ ‘:n(i
Cranery before he sentenced served 15 years and was re- “"‘;%‘,.;"‘;‘:1‘;:’31‘?5 f:ill%!rione“ca '
{Mr. Gold Dec. 9, 1950, to 30 jieased in_1966: he died in |0 1 bie bus o
years n pison ds 1 €5y con- | August 1072 [faism ana b busness
! :z;ra lglg,t.ixiltht Dr. Klaus Fuchs, | A July 1, 1952, New York “was indoctrinated i?: commu-
{the British atomic scientist. ' memorandum quoted a°con- | .o’ ot an early age,” working}
{ A 1966 effort by Mr. Sobell fidential "prison informant " as {cummers at 8 Communist ca
to challenge Mr. Gold's credi- asserting that Mr. Sobell told [and semembered as a City Cd-
ftf:ﬂuy in a l:nd lby Mr. Sobelt pim: . A { tegest'soap box orator” for
HBureau of : r‘;’sfd ::he fed;}:ral ] was the fall guy in this )young Communist League a
1vork ¢ ": hlgg fon in €W whole thing. 1 a&m . 0“0““5-% i Washington as chairman
ork t0 ask whether Mr. Gold [ was around when a lot Off gcaati: : S
has ever undergone psychiatric (hings happened and“a lot of g
examination, and an F.B.I 1eply| people were inyolved in it. Tve -~
{lfrom Philadelphia dated July| oot a story fo tell—a pood
118 1966’.""“?“;1’”" 1950 tests.| story to tell, and they!l listen
Jf;; Summary of Findings . fjto me!”
'} They were tepoffid jin* the, - But; the, gnemorandum we
file of the Federal dbd?b¥ robas (g ‘;,%‘)’g"
{tian officer in Philay g}ph' SERAE Tk ;’iqfirqcem conversatio
ne, o five-nfember feam, jiname blafked out] had wi
, by mber Y h
Ycokcluded that “Goldyshow Pgr;p%y the informant] an ‘
nollatent or potential ‘psychos seadifig of the letters of
athic tendencies,” the ¥hil- .~ Soball_to her husband.{
delphia agents said. - W et o

‘1 Edittons
_ Author:
Eduor? N
Title:
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A
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By WIHLEIAM cn.wu-\x
“ AWashinglon Post
WASHINGTON —1¢ Jnlms
Rosenborg had voluatecred &
Jast-minute eonfesgion of his
espionage aciivities (o save
his life in 1933, the FBI was
prepared with a  minutely
synchronized prison plan to
. encourage his cooperalion.. .
FBI agents were to be hid- -
den in an unused garage
200 vards from Sing Sing's
death house on the pight of
the exceution. If Rosenberg
had signaled a willingess to
talk, word would have been
passed in code to the con-’
cealed agents, who would
then have spreded by station -
wagon to Rosenberg's eell.
“Julius Rosenberg will be
first interviewed in his pre-
exccution cell,” says an FBI-
.~ memo wired to bureau direc-
tor J. Edgar Hoover a few
days beiore the execution,
*and if ostensibly coopera-
tive will be immediately re- : . Author:.
moved to a cell on the second .77 T e ] gditerd ™
floor, which is in an unoc- _' e E e T e
cupied wing.” R ' B I
The agents were pxepared
for a Jong’ sicge.
" They planned first {o put
- four guestions to Rosenberg : R T
as a test of m; m!lm ness E Classifications
o takk. i : V2T F  submitting Ottice:
Question No. 1 was: "\'mue : . S
the individuals who furnishad, -
you information to give to -
'!_ho‘ Russians™




(> = S W
Aest, the agents had » ey Ak

‘10 spend months with him ia
the death house to extract 2
confession., Mcals and bed.
ding would have been provig.
ed by the warden and type-
©writers ang recording equip- -
“ment would have beey moved
in quickly. e
Julius Rosenberg and his
. wife, Ethel, never broke, and
" they went to the eiectric
-chair early the evening of
June 19, 1953, stin tnsisting

. they were innocent.
Their deaths ended the

government's fervent, aimost e
obsessive hope for confes-
‘slon. S

Records made public by

" several agencies In the past

few weeks show that, from

_the beginning of the cele-
‘brated case, the government -
hoped that the Rosenbergs
would erack under conviction

and heavy sentences and

Jead agonts to other sples.

Hoover,. for example, be.
lieved from the first that an
Indictment of Ethel Rosen-
berg might induce her hus-
band to cooperate.

In July, 1956—after Rosen-
berg’s arrest but before his
wife's—~Hoover suggested to
“Attorney General J. Howard
McGrath that proceedings be
brought against Ethel Rosen-
berg. ¥t Rosenberg could be
induced to talk, Hoover
wrole, his confession wounld
open the door to -cages
against other suspects. .

“I feel” Hoover wrote,
“that proceeding against his -
wife might SCIvg as a lever
in this matter.”. oo

Approxniately three weeks
later, - Ethel ‘Rosenberg was




.arresedand charged whh
consplring with her husband
to commit espionage.

In the files of the Encrgy
Researech and Development
Administration, succcssor 10
he Atomic Encrgy Commis-
sion, is another memo indi-
:ating that a confession was
nigh._on the list of Justice
‘Dept. goals in prosecuting
the Rosenbergs.

A memorandum from an
official in the AEC's Division
of Security explains why the
Justice Dept. believed the
case was importani to pa-
tional defense.

*The {Justice] department
belicves if Rosenherg {is)
" given death sentence and his
wife 30 years, he may be in.
clined to talk. If so, Justice
believes others in the espion-
age ring . . . may be dls-
closed.”

In December 1952, as the
Initia] date for the Rosen-
berg’s execution approached,
" the Justice Dept.’s internal
security chief, William E.
Foley, proposed having gov-
ernment agents handy at
Sing Sing to await a con-
_fession. Foley named three
other pending espionage
- €ases he thought tikely to be
broken if the Rosenbergs
talked.

In 1953, with the Rosen-
bergs’ second execution date
approaching, the FBI ap-
parently went to the unusual

extent of urging onz of #%
former informants, who had

befricnded Juiius Rosenberg,
to beg Mim to cooperate.
The afcrmant was Jorome
E. Tartakow, who, before the
trial in 1951, had ‘relayed
scme o Posenborg's slloged
confidence 1o the FBL Tar.

takow, & convicted car thief,

had betn In & eell with
Posenoexg in New York. -
A Letter . -

In a recont icttcr ‘to the .

Washington Post, & .man

identifying himself as Tar-

takow wecalled  that FBI

agents visited him shortiy be.
fore the cxccution and sug-.

gested that he urge Rosen-
berg to tooperate with them,

Tarvtakow said he i@ not
ask Rosenberg to “confess

his guilt” but suggested that
he “somechow cooperate 1vith
the authoritics so that his -
life aridi Ethel's might be

* spar

Tartakow added: “Unlike
Julic, T am an ordinary man
and the thought of death I'S
frightening to me.”

In the f{inal months, 8

variety of plans surfazed In -
the government for obtaining . -

the Rosenberg’s confession.
An aide to President Bisen-
hower proposel cmploying a
“Jewish psychiatrisi” to
“erack” them by psychokogi-
cal persuasion,  President

‘Eisenhower was urged by

others to comnmute the death
scatences and hope for a

S

confession later. e

I



By WILLIAM CHAPMAN
JVashington Post

WASHINGTON — Davi
eenglass, the key witnes:
hose testimony sent Juliu
nd Pthel Rosenberg to the
chair 22 years ago, changed
“his story of their involve-
ment in espionage several
-{imes before taking the
stand, newly rcleased gover-
nement records show.

In one pretrial interview,
- Greenglass said his sister,
Bthel Rosenberg, was not
present when he turned
-atomic bomb secrets over to
her husband, Julius. He later

yped up the  information

Rosenbergs’ living room.

- At one point in an FBI in-
terview, Greenglass said he

with Julius Rosenberg. Later,
he testified about several
weetings in which he sald he
passed along sketches and
descnptnons of the bomb

was 1o testify that she not ~
only was present but had .

during a meeting in #he

hhad no esplonage contacts
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Bdentitiontion Switch
“In his first encounter
the FBI, Greenglass $de
jfied his own wife, Ruth,
the one who recruited hi
for sspionage, Later, in the
same interview, he gald that
-.Julius Rosenberg had put
- Ruth up to the recruiting.,
Transcripts of Greenglase’
~pretrial statements are In-
" eluded in nearly 30,000 pages
of documents made public
by the FBI as a result of 2 -
~Freedom of Information Act
sult brought by the Rosen-
berg's sons, Michael and Ro-
bert Meeropol. : )
The Rosenbergs were con-
victed March 29, 1951, for
onspining ' - to . trenemit}
rets of the atom bomb to

L
T ————. o

. v ——

ey




W Iﬂeﬂk ‘l'hey were
' ted In New York's Sin,
: pelson on June 19, 1953
‘JCreenglass pleaded guilty
: 4 e eonspiracy indictmen
.and eventuaily received a 15-
ygat sentence. Critics of the
pvernment’s oase have con-
Hhnded -over the years in
-bboks -end articles thet
" Greonglass’ story was fabri-
-dated to frame the Bosen-
bergs.
- dGreenglass had been *m -
Army machinist at the Los
‘Alamos, N. M., atomic bomb
Jaboratory in 1944 and 1945
.- when . the . government
- proved, he was recruited by
Athe Rosenbergs to supply-in.
Formation for the Russians
and subsequently provided
‘wketches and descriptions of
the bomb's detonating device.

Prior to the trial, Green-
glass was interviewed by an
-assistant U. 8. Attorney in
New York about meetings in
1944 and 1945 during which
he had passed information
to Rosenberg. A transcript
of that interview shows thu

~sgxchange:

Q.. Was Bthel present in
any of these oocasions?

“+ A, Never.
- Q. Did Bthel talk to you
about iit?

A. Never spoke about it to
‘me and that's & fact. Asids
JTrom trying to protect my
sister, beheve me that’t 'Y
fact. R

At ‘the trlal. Greenglass

. testified that at one meeting
~in the Rosenbergs’ . apart-g
anent he submitted secret la-
ormation to Julius, who in
isted that it be typed
Bthel 4id the typing . . »
reenglass testified. .
« When first -arrested on

g’t;ne 15, 1360, and qmstioned




~ —— e note that “GCreenglass g5id ‘wot mention Eihél.

% gnpermittently tor nearly ‘49 be admitted this because he duys ater, In another ;
hours, Greenglass at first ap- felt investigation would re meént to the-FBIL Greenglass
ypeared to say that it was his ‘veal the true factsr . A twt Ruth pad toid m
T own wife, Ruth, who re Another Memo L that Ethel hed also evsked
i -eruited him. : Another FBI memo 08 the her to encourage Greengless
‘{. A memorandum ~written  First interview . wgt o supply the secret Infatms-

by & Washington FBI offi- Ahould aiso be noted fion
cial, A. H. Betmont, while ihat iime Greenglass ¢ '
the questioning wes under 1hal he had no personsl con
way in New York, reported 1act with Rosenberg concern-
this about Greenglass' Initia) Ing espionage activities.”
response: «Greenglass ad- ‘gubscquently, the memo
mits that he worked on the states, Greenglass {mplicated
atom borb and that his wife, Rosenberg 23S fhe one Who
a Communist, recruited him got his wife Ruth to vecruit
to give information_to ‘our him. i ' i
allies' {the Soviet Unionl.” . In none of the early Green-
Later, Quring _the same glass interviews with the
“questioning, Greenglass told ¥BI does he indicale that his
FBI agents that it was Julius , Ethel, was involved.
Rosenberg who had asked ent ‘on July
Ruth to recruit him. The 17, 1950, a M
{wo FBI agents who ques- arrest, Greengl
tioned him wrote in a foot- Rosenberg in detall, but did

< ewram——

told the gov
esmment that Greenglass was
prepared to smplicate Rosent

- A memo vy FBI otficial

P. M. Ladd quotes Rogge
as saving that w .. his cli-’

;. ent might be sble 10 furnish
some helplul information
poncerning another subject,
namely his own protherdn-

aw® U .

! pyrned Down equests
' Critics have ‘charged that
the govemment agreed

grial %o request -
"Greenglass if he -
ed, But memos ndi-

2" both the FBI and 1 -
the Justice Dept. turnedd -

down specific requests for

Jenient sentencing recom-

{ mendations. . Lo

- Ladd wrote in his memo-

yandum that he told Rogge

any deal on jeniency would

{ have to be made by the Jus-
tice Dept., not bY the FBL -+
In another FBI memo, 85~

sistapt  Attorney General

James ¥ McInerney = T

quoted s saying . he never’

agreed. that the govemment T

would recommend 3 three-

{ year sentence for Greenglass.

in exchange for his coopera-

{ tion. But McInerney had

promised that his coopera-,

iion would be brought to the
{ proper suthori-
reenglass ap

eutors rec ¢
year sentence that ‘was
‘)05(‘4- ) ,-'n S $%)
" MeclInerney 2150 had agreed

reenglass ‘be-
testimony
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ijosenberg Sons Say F.B.

i
b

{ipage of the Kosenberg spy case

Jence M. Kelly, and two agents
-of the bureag in contempt for here they asked Judge June L.

‘4 under the Freedom of Informa- ==

FD-I%0 (Rev, 7-16-83)

lvvnh-b ik A IR CTICTT Vel " Ve i i sw TS AR e e o

T /-7

I. Bars Data

-—The sons of Julius and Ethel 53Ying that 7,000 pages had;

{with holdiag back thousands of:nauonal security information,
sinvolved personal privacy or
iwere exempl on other grounds.

‘records in a “willful” violation;™ o attorneys for ~ Robert

Lof a court weder that most of .and Michael Mcerapol, the Ros-

‘j‘them ‘be made public, court re-ienherg sons, charped that the|o
"1cords showed today.

iF.B.L had withheld 860.000]"
The United Statcs District pages, not 7,000 and had not

FConrt in Washington was asked given detailed justification -re-

 to hold the FB.1. director, Clar- quived by the court.

In a'motion filed in the ¢ourt,

 failing to comply with a courl'Green to hold Mr. Kelley and

{order to relesse ali records not the agents in contempt and or-
1exempted by law.

der them jailed if—as the Meer-

QASHWON Jan. § (UPD). nelnls Sullivan, fited nffldawk!m‘ders of last Aug. 1 and Aug.

27 to release material to ‘the

‘Rosenberg have chargged the been withheld, entirely or in Mcerpols, who took the same
‘{!Faderal Bureas of Investigation'P2arl because ‘they contained

of their aadoptive parents.
The. motion had been wun-

noticd since it was filed Dec.: -
22. A spokesraan said that the
Justice Department wanted. to.

éxtend its time to reply untll
next Monday.

‘As a result of two swits filed pols ch?rgeduto d)sobey her

tion Act, the F.B.1. had released,

: .29 800 pages of records con-'

‘cerning the events that led to

“§ the execution of the Roeenberos' N

.

4% atomic sgies in 1933. !

“Frhomas 'H. Bresson and Cor-.

The t(we -FB.IL agemf.,»
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Opening the Rosenberg Files
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iles‘Shfiz;F .B.HI .Got ;:R’ép’c;rts:

OnRosenberg-Lawyer Mee tlngs :

e

ik - - By PETER KIHSS s Bz
‘Files of the Federal Bureaujmuch of the new data, was co-
% of Jnvestigation show that dur-jauthor with his wife, Miriam, 3
.- dng and aiter the espionageiof “Invitation to an Inquest,” &
“trial of Julius and Ethel Rosen-|book published in 1965 that
berg, an informant reported tolconcluded that the Rosenbergs '
.the burcau on talks, traditional-thad been *‘punished for .a
1y oconfidential and protected,icrime that never occurred.”
between the defendants and] The documents cited by Mr. -
their attorney. . Schneir are among 29,000 pages
" AValter Schneir, an author-imade available after the ex-
pesearcher who has specializedecuted couple’s sons, Michael
-in the Rosenberg case, contendsland Robert Meeropol, sued to
‘that if the existence of suchisee files under the Freedom of
.information had been known!information Act. The sons hopej
fand if the Roscnbergs couldlio demonstrate their parents'} -
Jhave shown this to a Federallinnocence. ) T
..{court, “they might very welll nr, Schneir cited F.§.1 docu-f .-
Jhave been granted a new trial.”iments dated Nov. 19,1951, re- )

The Rosenbergs were eleC-iferring to an informani’s “ge- .

itrocuted in 1953,
* Mr. Schneir, who turned up -
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>_ - -J&s “persisient propaganda” that

" J Ethel and Julius Rosenberg was

PaclfoBeN

| Publicityon -

By STEVEN MATTHEWS
Reacting to what he described

the trial of convicted atom spies

unfair, former Federal Judge
Rimon H. Rifkind has announced
the formation of an American
Bar -Association ' committe to
“scrutinize the unfolding publi-
city” generated by a revival of
interest in the 26-year-old case.

The aim is to “counteract
-unwarranted eriticism” of Chief
Court of -Appeals Judge Irving
R. Kaufman, who as a U.S. dis-
trict judge presided eover the
4rial and sentenced the Rosen-
bergs to death.

“The fact is that the condoet
of the Rosenberg trial was meti-
culously reviewed and repeatedly
found proper, declared Rifkin.

Kaufman's “conduct of the
_trial has been more extensively
and more carefully scrutinized
by the appellate courts than any
other case in American history,”
gaid Rifkind, who will head the
four-man panel.

“It has been found flawless,”
he added and “since judicial
ethics prevent him (Kaufman)
from spenking for himself, it is
the duty of the bar to defend
him apainst charges that ave de-
woid of merit.” : e

The committee, actually a v

committee of the Bar Associa-
tion’s task force on courts and
. the public, will also “make cer-
tain that public vespect for the
judicial, process is not subverted
y unfounded charges,” contin-
. wed Rifkind, He is a member
the task force. . R
He said that he believed #hat ~
any of the critics of the ‘cane

‘have an affirmative interest in-

Sestroving  confidence” in e
_Judicial system. 0"‘""% )

s a——

Rosenbergs

o ! Cl&.orﬂutmn:‘
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nit Formed to Counteract
Criticism Over Spy Trial

w—

2 By PETER KHISS.
; ‘Formation of ap American
3 Bar Association subcommitice
™o counteract unwarrantcd
Criticism™ of Judge ITrving R.
Kaufman for his conduct of
~the 193! atcmic spy trial of
; ‘Julius and Ethel Rosenberg in
3 + iFederal Court here was an-
Inounced yesterday by a former
Federal judge, Simon H. Rif-
tkind.
Mr. Rifkind, chairman of the
subcommittee; said it would
jalso “scrutinize the unfolding
publicity” on the case, resulting
from the newly released Feder-
ad files, "to make certain that
pubdic respect for law and for
ithe ljudicial process is not sub-
tverfed by unfounded charges.”
Iscomplete reviews of the
inewly opened files so far “indi-
cate that the Government pos-
sessed additional evidence indi-
cating the guilt of the Rosen-
Tbergs,” Mr. Rifkind said. He
Jasserted, *Not one shred of
exonerating cvidence. has been
iscovered from the materials
{relcased to date.”
it is now clear.” he added,
1*that the Atomic Energy Com-

that disciosures pertaining to

Others on the Panel

~ {Force on Courts and the Public
iincluded the task force's-own

1 34, of Dallas.
3. Rs _creation,
... Anitiated b
“ ;president,

N | {
}é; uding  secret

data on
miie hesph Co ;
P g . et

1 ithe materal obtained by the
4 - iRosenbergs might posc grave
ldangers to national security.” him from speaking for himself.”: -
‘ \Mr. Rifkind went on, “it isi

- “Mr. Rifkind said the subcom-
2. .mitte of the association's Task

«hairman, Donald R, Fretz, a
sitdge of the California Superior
Court; G, William Shea, of Los
‘Angeles, and William B, West

he $a2id. ms
Ahe .association’'s
wrence E. Walsh,
" {also a Tormer ¥ederal judge.

1 Mr. and Mrs. Rosenberg were:
elgctrocuted June 19, 1953, for:
spiracy to communicate in-
ation $o the Soviet Unipn,
e

ine Below)

vat poriod, He said 412 gpe-
s were put 1o death in fhe
nited  States  from 1830
'through 1954, hut ke conceded’
' that sentimeat had since turned
against such sentences.

Mre. Rifkind said there hall
been no violation of the privi-!

sult of ap informant’s reports’
on tatks with the Rosenbergs

He said the informant had vol-
‘unteercd reports to the Federal
Bureau of investination, and’
that documents quoled by an’
author - rescarcher,
Schneir, had {ollowed the trial.
Scparate random searches by
inewsmen -~ aside from Mr.
tSchneir's data—had also turned
iup a March 16, 1951, F.B.L

the informant’s asseried cgn-
versations with Mr. Roscnbfrg
starling the previous Decgm-

er.

These, the F.B.I. report &tid,
cited lawyer-client talks over
a concern that a physician
might describe tatks with Mr.
Rosenberg about smallpox in-

travel;: the defense lawyer's:
‘of a confessed spy courier, Har-
'ry ‘Gold. as a prosecution wit-
ness, and a hope to induce
“some reversible error” to al-
low an appeal. s

Extensive Scrutiny Cited

Mr. Rifkind said that Judge

Kaufman's conduct of the trial

*has been more extensively and -

more carefully scrutinized by

‘mission was deeply concerned e appellate courts than aay, ..

‘other case in Amcrican histo-
. and “found flawless.”
“Since judicial ethics prevent

*the duty of the bar to defend

devoid of merit.” Lo A

Altler conviction, Mr. Rifkiad
said, the Roscuberzs filed 16
potitions for District Court 7e-
consideration, sevea appeals in

more in the Supreme Court
and two clemency applicalions
{10 President Eisenhower, R
“Ajtogether 112 judscs dealt

nd said. *“Not one sa

, t¢ question their guilt or 1

cpaviction™. o el
RENEMBER THE NLEMLST: -

fege of confidentiality in fawe:
yer-client relationships as a se-! .

and their lawyer, Emanue!
Bloch, on trips to Sinz Sing "
Prison and in the death house.!:
. wa‘m . f:

report—midway in the trial—on eE

oculations, implying plans for-

iplans for refuting testimony

him against charges that arej.

the Court of Appcals and sevent:

in one form or ancther with
the Roscnberg case.” Mr.aRif-}
it}
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) That U5, Withheld

mcsmmmn Jan. 13 (AP)
~A Federal judge said today
‘that she wanted to inspect all

" _docements the Government has

. pefused to release from its files
| on the case of the convicted
7. miesm spies, Julius and Ethel

. Rosenberg,

District  Judge June Green
said she would examine the
doomments to determine wheth-
.oee the Government had a
7 ieinghE to withhold them on the
' grownd that they would violate
- smdieddual pmacy or were not
felevant.

The Governmeni Tast month
. Mwbixc about 30,000 pages
<of documents related to the
celelirated spy case.
.~ ¥he material was relcased
‘as & yesult of lawsuits filed
‘sinder the Freedom of Iaforma-
.- tiom Act by Robert and Michael
Meesopol, the Rosenbergs’ sons.
“The Meeropols use the name
"of #he coupie who adopted
H after their parents were
e ed in 1953. The Rosen-
bhéwes were convicted of copn-
silirisg to give aiomic bo

B to the Soviet agents.

_ The Meeropols returned
cowmt o . contend that e
“Gowsnment had failed to turn
spver afl the Rosenberg material,
< Jelfrey Axelrad, a Justice De-

partment lawyer, denied that
“comention and told the court,
. -‘A.-"‘In fact, the F.B.1. has done
- far more than is required.”
. M. Axelrad said the Govern-

ly with Judge Green's request

_a massive task.”
Marshal Perlin, Iawyer for
. {he Meerapols, argued that the
~Gowenment had aliered some
~tocements and had failed to
comply with a count order %o
~ supgly an inventory of all the
peﬂ-:nt files.- :

at feast 0 awilpesses called

. -beewinventoried, i
Mr. Axelrad responded um
all pertinent material would

eal’s inventory of the

devat Bureav of !nvesugat
§lle om the Rosenbergs.
9. e said would cont in’

- meat would be happy to com-{.
but-said, “It is gomg to be - oo

M. Perlin 5aid The Tiles of
in the Rosenberg trial had xmt"~

have turned up in the Govern- N

Yoo
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___#2  FANTASY vs. FACT «—¥
The slick campaizn to portray executed atomic spies
Julius and Ethel Rosenbery ax innocent lambs led to the
'sl;ughze}:'.ix a gigan‘gc fgame—up hash reaﬁ:hgdtothetpoint : et X b
where the American Bar Association has had to set up & " flindicate poge, ma
commitiee to defend the principal judge in the case, Ir'.-?ng ‘ T ‘!iowspap:;‘:z.n;a:: ::u&.;
R. Kaufman. Judicial ethics prevent him from speaking o e D
for himself. . : B
Despite the efforts of the Rosenbergs’ family and .
£riends to rewrite history, not one single shred of evidence .
has been unearthed to sucgest they did not get anything
but a meticulously fair trial. .
We hope the bar association will be quick to counter
all wawarranted accusations against Judge Kaufman in
the most emphatic ferms. R S T ST L
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Rosenberg's son Say$ S g

b

- spy agencies sill af it .

- By LORT COOKE

I

Yes, he was a victim of Cold War hysterla at its -
height, the younger son of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg’
said last night but so were you and I — and the secret
“service agencles that carved up our rights then are
cstill at it i T
‘t «people come to me and say how terrible it was
1 was victimized in that period,” Robert Meeropol

- told 700 people at Calhoun High School in Merrick. -
‘“They say il like ‘you're a victim and I'm not.”” .
But ‘all of us were victimized, Meeropol sald, *be-.

- Y

-

i “Jt's my contention thal these secret service agencies
...~ do more lo control us, to keep us in the dark,” than, .-
they do to protect us from other countries.” A

His parents, who were executed in 1953 for con-

i spitacy. to commit espionage after allegedly taking.

"part in a plot to pass+the secret of the atomic bomb

. to the Soviet Union, were victims of these agencies

’ and the temper of the times, Meeropol believes. -
e . . = AR

B
-

. WHILE THE ATMOSPHERE today is diflerent,
~,}4,;the‘ operations and attitudes of the Central Intelligence
Agency and Federal Bureau of Investigation haven't
changed “and are not going to change,” Meeropol said.

3 the fcar of a monolithic communism horn during
he McCarthy period, these agencies “weré given 8™’
“blatik ‘check” to stop communist aggression here and,
it in again and again,” Meero-j
ek et e

cause we all abdicated our own rights.” He added,

{indicate page, name of

Yong Feland D

w— s EE

SATURDAY, MARC

nswegpapser, ¢city and '!m."

g i

Tess -

41 pY i ;
H 1354975~

TS AR

Edition:
Anthor

ﬂ\




‘Recent revelations about CIA and FBI plots hers
and abroad are part of the same trend, he feels.
These feelings were forged in a period wheta the
~U.S. government was selling the image of & mono-
lithic communist conspiracy, “an octopus whoss &b,
ject was to enslave the world,” Meeropol said, -y
. . PR T Lo

WHEN THE SOVIET UNION QXPloded' s fiest
. atomic bomb, “the general fecling was that somebody
‘must have stolen the secret,” Meeropol $old 8,
sympathetic audience. B R
Along with his brother, Michael, Meeropol is sedk-
ing a reopening of the trial and vindication of his .- %
parents. He discussed the discrepancies of evidence -7
an:] apparent perjury by witnesses &t his pakents’ -
trial. : : o
“The question “is whether you believe the Groen- -
glasses or you believe the Rosenbergs,” Meeropol
_said., Ethel Rosenberg's brother, David Greenglass, *
‘named Julius Rosenberg as the person to whom he
- passed the secret of the atomic bomb, L

 Meeropol believes that Greenglass, already wnder:
investigation for allcged communist connections, was®
told to name his brother-in-law by government. :
investigators, in return for a deal where he would get
_leniency and his wife would go free. . :
s . *. & x i : B
GREENGLASS, .- MEEROPOL THINKS, believed
Rosenberg would work the same Kind of deal for him- -
self by naming someone higher up. o
As for Harry.Gold, the supposed “master spy” and
go-betwecn from Rosenberg to Greenglass, “Gold is -
questionable in his entirety,” Meeropol said. Gold: -
was “witness at quite a few of these trials,” he added,! -
and at a later one said he had created an entire - -
fantasy life for himself, deceiving his friends” for 16
years. : R
At the time of his death, Gold was described -by °,
his employer as a man with a sdifficult time dis-"
tinguishing {antasy from reality,” Meeropol said. .-
He belicves the people who investigated and prose-
cuted ‘the Rosenberg case “were the tools of other
- people” higher up in government. But more important.
that nanfing names is an understanding of the:
atmaosphere of the time and “the trust of where gove
ernment was going.” . - o '
o . ®* w .
THE MEEROPOL SROTHERS are trying to get el
- the papers relating to the case released, and are;
involved in a Freedom of Information suit to get. them., "
So far, Mecropol said, only 10 per cent of the papers
have been released, and those have Jarge sections of
~ information blanked out. e e
- His appearance was sponsored by the Long Island -
* Commitlce to Reopen the Rosenberg Case, based in
Huntington. "~ R Ty
Susan Shilling, co-organizer of the commiltee, said - §
the group is attempting to raise moncy L0 defray the S
Mecropols’ legal expenscs, . get the papers relased,: ‘ -
~ and *'make definite tics to government abuse of power.
and government repression today.” :
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‘had so little popularity left at that they all
-&bought his public support would WilPrather than help,
seven though he was still in office. But plastic surgeons

" asgoclated with Carter's pcrsonar"'* and politics. He

#% tempted to prod

bave made him a national fu,ure The boys in lhe bus » ﬂunk 3oodness

poli 2 ”P‘el’-mﬁd\e mask quite
_political campaigns aren't covered that way a bdcause

havent had a chancea
administration yet.

. Now that the FBI has opened its files on the Rosenberg K

and Hiss cases, the search for “smoking guns” has
started in earnest. Researchers are pouring over the
-files in a special “reading room” at the bureau’s new §.
"~ Edgar Hoover building. The significance of this new FBI
-policy of releasing masses of documents on such
- historically important cases remains to be determined.

* Bureau officials insist that their investigations into the -

-Hiss and Rosenberg cases were honest and

professional; therefore it has nothing embarrassing to
-hide. On the other hand the Rosenbergs’ sons Robert
~and Michael Meeropol, and Alger Hiss, and their

respective supporters insist that hidden within either
- -the tens of thousands of pages already released—or,
-amore probably, in the thousands of unreleased pages on
~which the FBI claims Frecedom of Information Act
-exemptions—there can be found evidence of con-
_ . spiratorial actions that helped to convic! innccent
. people in both cases. Whatever the truth of these
““xclaims, at least one thing seems obvious: Never before
- in its history has the FBI or any other government

general scrutiny. Thercin lies a tale. =
‘Several years ago,  began work on a study dealmg
with internal security in the United States during the

Departments An November 1972, assisted by the

uonly the Hi
tensively ¥

w?wm Wﬂm&c in, W lm tcadw» history at Smnh College, is |
ahe aathor of Perjury!; The iss-Chambers Conflidt, which

will be published this year by Knopl'

-investigative agency exposed such controversial f:les to

49405 and 1950s, in particular, the domestic impact of
the Cold War during the McCarthy period. Under the -
Froedom of Information Act I sued the FBI and Justice

- {Richardson, Bork, Saxtic). Finally, in August 1975
- Deputy Attorney General Harold Tyler ordcred the
files released in the swar future, and with a minimal |

number of deletions because of their historical
_ significance. {In a later action, he prevented the FBI
- from unposm;, stifl “search fees” for the files, allowing,
“only xeroxing charges to be levied.) Up to that point, 1

ﬁbcxlws Unioq, initially requesting
s. The complaint 1 filed quoted

£Bl matérials that had been refeased

30 sc]cctcd wi r; gympathcuc to the TB! 1 asked t]no .

-oourts 1o ieplace the bureau’s standard operam"\g
procedure of “selective access” with a policy of “general
“access,” that is, to release documents to all interested’

rescarchers. At the time I filed the su:t, 1thought tthad
Jittle chance of success.

Along came Watergate, however, brmgmg Elhot
Richardson briefly to the Justice Department. Richard- -
son issued a directive in August 1973, Executive Order ~
528-73, opening FBI and departmental records more .

than 15 years old to inspection by “qualificd historical
researchers.” Richardson’s order, although l:mxted
mainly to those with academic union cards, involved an

important liberalization of the Freedom of Information
* Act, which had so far failed to relax significantly the
restrictions on access to prevaous!y classxhed govern-

ment records.

.. Soon after Rnchard:on ] order appeared 1 asked the"
Tw for both the Hiss and the Rosenberg Files. The™
‘ followmg month, September 1973, director Kelley
wrote back to say that the two sets of records—a .=

25,000-page Rosenberg dossier and a 53,000-page Hiss

file—would be processed for me. The FBI's estimated
- charges for “processing” (an apposite word Yor the . . .
heavy-handed blue-penciling and outright deletionsin =~
much of the material subsequently released) came to™ . -

’a

$18,000. Although the Justice Department released e

'several thousand pages of material from its files on the

_4wo cases quickly, the burcau continucd to stall, despite

intermittent pressure from threc attoraeys gencera

}md received only 2 few hundred  pages of the Hass fdes




wwas slapped with two stern federal court orders.in the

“areen in Michael and Robert Meeropol’s suit for the
fosenberg files. The second, more sweeping order was
§sued last October by Chief Judge William B. Jones in

own suit; it covered both the Hiss and the Rosenberg
*ﬂes Both judges directed the FBI to release immediate-
y the files in question, and by mid-January the bureau
%as already opened more than 28,000 pages of material
on the Rosenberg case and an additional 11,000 pages of
ghe Hiss dossier. The remainder were scheduled for
selease by January 31. Further Judges Green and Jones
«directed the FBI to produce anindex of every document
in their files in both cases. It should soon be possible for
#he first time, therefore, to challenge the FBIl's

security, privacy and other exemptions allowed by the
amendments to the Freedom of Information Act passed
by Congress in November 1974 over President Ford’s
weto. The struggle to secure scholarly access to dated
%FBI records has hardly been won. But at least with
- wegard to files of special historical interest, such as the

Hiss and Rosenberg dossiers, the battle has entered a
few and promising phase.

" security agencies, among them the Central Intelligence
" Agency, the Office of Naval Intelligence and Army
Intelligence have all deposited at least portions of their
older files in the National Archives; there, declassifica-
tion proceeds on 2 slow but regular basis. The FBI,
‘however, has no archival policy whatsoever beyond
‘that of protecting all its records, however ancient, from
public disclosure. Thus, in the past few years, scholars
&udymg subjects a half century old—the gov-
ernment’s campaign against the IWW during World
War |, for example, or the “Palmer Raids” during the
1919-1920 Red Scare, the investigation of Harding's

the bureau’s files. (There may have been some changes
4n this situation since Tvler’s directive on the Hiss-
Rosenberg files) J. Edgar Hoover’s ghost still haunts
he.bureau’s personnel and practices, and it may not be
Hacfetched to suggest that until the late director’s death
‘the bureau never really had a historical “past.”

1919-20 Red Scare, aftep.all, involved episodes in which

semained current events—not “history”—in the mind
f the director. When Hoover died, the ¥BI acquired
ernight a halfcontury-old history, onc that scholars.
can begin to probe intelligently only when they are
taranteed more fc gu!nnnd means of access io the

~  ‘wnd none of the Rosenberg r&. Shortly after
2% Ryler's order, the two rolls of “pu npapers”unused

% Alger Hiss” trials were released, along with the first
“batch of Rosenberg documents. Then last fall the FBI  FBI

Pistrict of Columbia. The first was issued by Judge June |

- Even more important than -the issue

" from direct bureau control. They should be deposited,
- if oniy to preclude their being “iost” {the fate of cer

withholding of specific documents under the national -

- allegedly efficient filing system. Efforts now underway

- The difficulties 1 encountered in attempting to
examine FBl materials were not unusual, Other

attorney general, Harry Daughterty, or the Sacco-
Vanzetti case— have regularly been denied access to-

“Even
.events as distant as World War § radical raids and the :
- remain inboth cases, and the FBlmaterials havealready
‘Hoover himself had participated. In that scnse, they

agency’s files. Ye!i:oday, Congress, ,ﬂte
Dwmt and t rts b":l\ehan:d to tackle #:‘

The bufeau s fﬂes CONtain 1
materials, not only on matters of internal mutivym
also on a variety of other historically .

subjects, ranging from labor history
history, from black history to the peace

particular scholars receive the speciﬁc mal :
seek, therefore, is a broader and more urgen}’
Under the supervision of a joint committee

“perhaps, of FBI officials, historians and archivists, M. |

files more than 3 generation old should be removed
with appropnate safeguards, in the National A chs¥

Rosenberg files | requested), burned {as ver'’s
successor, L. Patrick Gray, did with Watergate récords),
or otherwise misplaced, given the general confusion
that appears to be the normal condition of the bureau’s

by Congress and the )ustu:e Department to supervise.
wmore closely the agency’s operations provide an
excellent opportunity to begin the process of reorganiz-
ing the FBl record-keepmg procedures

O nly the gulluble and the ultra-parhsan truly belicve
that some “smoking gun” will emerge from these -
records, some single and unique piece of evidence that
will prove a specific theory of either the Hiss or the
Rosenberg case. The FEI files, important as they are,
can be only a part of any serious attempt to understand

_ these episodes. Many other sources of information

must be studied—files from the Justice Department. B
the State Department and other government agencices;™

~ materials contained in public repositories such as the
. Hoover Institution, the Roosevelt Library at Hyde -
Park, the Truman Library at Independence and the -

Library of Congress; and, of course, the basic printed

- primary sources. Also, for any serious study of anevent

in modern history, the participants must be inter-
viewed extensively. Historians, even those armed with

FBI files, must recognize that there are no shortcuts to -
,the normal research process. : et

“The concern of the historian must be to avoud the o

certaintics voiced by partisans of the government, of
" Hiss or of the Rosenbergs and to de-mythologize the

“episodes for those who are open to persuasion by the:
weight of evidence. Major and unresolved questions

begun to darify these. But no substantial evidence has -
it emerged to demonstrate that either A!gcr Hiss or

the Rosenbergs  were—as  their - -more ‘wociferous
“defenders insist —~victims | of _gallous conspiracies

designed by FBI officials and others highly placed in -
overament. Material still to be gleaned from the FB1




20
. “files may or may not bear out sugl
The danger is simply that, giveNgls
“#nood, American public opinion today will accept such
~charges far more readily
“with or without adequate proof. -

-

parents) seek historical vindication. They have been
candid in_ gecognizing that Watergate, here as

geawaken public interest in their cases. Hiss, in this

downfall has done more to legitimize public interest in
Hiss than the uncovering of any new and substantial
vidence to demonstrate his innocence. As for the
Rosenberg case, Robert Meeropol aptly observed last
year: “The biggest obstacle we have to overcome is the
4pubiic’s unwillingness to believe that the government
oould have been dishonest.” The recent revelations of
eceit, dishonesty and disreputable practices at the
highest levels of American government over the past

<extending to both the FBI and the CIA—have largely
, more precisely, disbelief—that presently prevails in
‘that every actual, possible or conceivable “conspiracy”

* This relatively recent exposure of the extent of official
o ~deception has eroded among normally cautious
_Americans the will to challenge even the most fantastic

charges. ‘ ' : S
.~ #As both a Jew end a historian, T am regularly
“reminded —by the ultra-right as well as by the extreme
Teft—of my responsibilities in dealing with such alleged
conspiracies. One energetic defender of the
Rosenbergs warned me that unless my book confirmed
the couple’s innocence, I would promptly join an
apparent list of “Jewish kapos” alongside Irving Saypol
2nd Judge Irving Kaufman. Presumably 1 (like judge
Kaufman) would lose my right to speak without
harassment before a public audience. At the other,
equally virulent, end of the spectrum, certain anti-

the words of one) “a movement is afoot to rehabilitate
“the Rosenbergs, Hiss, etc., not because you seek justice
but because they were Jews [a claim that would surprise
Hissl-. . . the pillars of Communism {are] Marx fand)
Trotsky, and underncath every Jew whether he knows
# or not beats a collcctive heart.” Although lunatic
i fringes, 4ol _aad cxight, have lost their  earlier
= nonopolies
widespread dlipate of suspicion, my own mail suggests
hat for snany people, the old conspiracies are still the
“Not hat all charges of conspiracy are necessarily -
tivolous. The T8I files, once available, may indeed
' 2 slear pattern of burcau tampering with:

nspiracy daims.
post-Watergate
than it would have in the past,
iger Hiss and the Meeropols {on behalf of their

ielsewhere, ‘was a watershed in the campaign to

wiew, was Richard Nixon’s “first victim,” and Nixon's

few decades—beginning in the Oval Office and
moved this obstacle. Given the condition of belief—~
the United States on such ‘matters, it is little wonder -

within recent memory has been reopened for scrutiny.

Semitic correspondents remind me regularly that (in

Jhc paragoid style in today’s more

+  deal of Chambers’ testimony,

~ -evidence or with t ; thes
- Auite different things. Serious weiters will acrwiinlse
. 'the FBI files carefully before presenting sny systematic
. ‘or comprehensive statement ‘on ‘what they mé
" demonstrate when studied along with othe) )
information on o case. But all charges of
. testimony, doctored evidence and official
. charges that have been raised—must’
thoroughly. Otherwise the credulous will ‘Simgly
assume the truth of all such charges. “What are they
_ hiding?” runs the ubiquitous question. It would be &’
teckless scholar who, in the aftermath of Watergate,
could confidently respond, “Nothing,” without first
- sarefully examining each specific question. 1 _
.My own scrutiny to this point of the FBI's Hiss case
~file indicates, at times, the bureau’s incompelence in that
- investigation but not its malevolence. &t has failed, to “
- site only one example, to check adequately on Whit-
. taker Chamber’s charges against Hiss until the House
‘UnAmerican Activities Committee raised the case in .
1948, although the FBI first received information about
. Chambers’ work in the Communist underground in
1940 and first interviewed him two years later, The
- files also detail both the extraordinary degree of
- suspicion with which the FBI viewed HUAC’s com- =~
... peting investigation of the Hiss case and the difficulties ...~
faced by director Hoover in dealing with Attorney .
General Tom Clark. The FBI documents show that,
even after Whittaker Chambers produced the
“pumpkin papers,” the Justice Department still hoped
to secure a perjury indictment against him rather than -
against ex-New Dealer Alger Hiss, apparently because
of President Truman’s insistence that the case could be.
‘explained largely as a “red herring” directed against his
administration by the Republican-controlled HUAC
"Only in mid-December 1948, days before Hiss’ indict
ment by a federal grand jury in New York City, did the -
FBI receive authorization from Justice (quoting Assis-
- tant Attorney General Campbell) to “let the chips fall
where they may.” =i roo s e R
-+ - FBl interviews during the moanth with Henry Julian- .
. Wadleigh, Franklin Victor Reno and others who had =
supplied Whittaker Chambers with government :
- documents during the mid-1930s confirm the latter’s
_-importance as a Communist courier. They undermine
~-the frequently raised argument that Chambers may -
-have concocted or exaggerated his role within the
- party’s undecground. In this connection, the bureay
- ‘has released a number of interviews it conducted with
- another member of Chambers’ underground network
whose activities have been kept seciet until now. This
- unsuspeeted informant, a photagrapher named Witliam
. Edward Crane (code namé “Keith”), verified a great s

e

© 7 Shifting to the Rosenberys cas
. Department documents suggest

he proscoutor’s

. both FBI and Justice -
the degree to which.
decision to ask for a death penalty in

iy
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{who dnitially
Energy Commis-

ving between the prosec
sed suich @ move) and the Ato,

alsa sustain the charge raised by sttorneys for the
_‘Rosenbergs that the chicf government witness, Ethel’s

_ ‘brother David Greenglass, had stolen a chunk of
meanium from Los Alamos after the war, an incident
#hat the FBI was investigating even before it shifted its
attention 10 8 broader probe of the Fuchs-Gold-
. #Greenglass-Rosenberg connection. At the same time a
significant body of evidence emerges from the files—in

World War Il and in Julius Rosenberg’s one interview
with the FBI prior to his arrest—to suggest that
Hreenglass tried to inform Rosenberg about the secret

neral nature of that work. A surprising revelation
“wyas that J. Edgar Hoover and other high government
officials close to the case had recommended clemency
for Ethel—but not Julius—Rosenberg. FBI records on
#he case released thus far also suggest that Greenglass
implicated his sister Ethel in his account of the spy.ring
far less (at first) than he did Julius. Finally, a new
aracter emerged from the files to assume an

mysterious informer named Jerome E. Tartakow, who
supplied the FBI with information about the alleged

house conversations with Julius Rosenberg. Although
 the bureau remained uncertain about Tartakow’s
.- weliability, he did apparently provide them with leads
. “that léd to the last-minute discovery of a Manhattan
‘ yhctograrher who testified, with devastating effect, at
the couple’s trial that he had made passport photos for
them shortly before their arrest. Apparently the FBI
«ould not verify much of Tartakow’s other informa-
‘tion, but—until he is discredited—he still remains a
significant link between the Ro:enbergs and the cnmes
of which thcy were accusod e T

‘Mlhat these and the other hard nuggels of mforma-
vemains arguable. It is evident, however that thcrc has
able material that would wvalidate the guilt or
osenbergs. Whether a more conclusive story will
merge afler carcfully examining the bulk of the filec
{remembering that the burcav will always hold back a

wcertain oumber of documents) remains to oc t22n.

“walidate their previous claims; but histori.ns ancom-

mitted to any-initial version of cvents may nct be

‘equally satisficd. Once the “smoking guns” have been

geturned to their holstars, scholars will stilbe leftwith
the s‘kawcr, inoie tedious job of sifting all the cvmom‘c,

fuarter-century
. Rosenberg cases ha
. privacy of people mntlonedb the files. Even the FB
-has abandoned the |

[. 4;\.,. yrial emerged only after l'iod of hiated

RIOR Mtcb favored it and won out in the end). The files

“security grounds, but it has grasped bike a i

‘anonymous informants or others oaly peﬂpheuﬂy,,

Jetters exchanged between the Greenglasses during *  connected with the twocases. T have raised no objection

- been far less concerned over the possible injury 10 be
work he was engaged in and that the latter knew the .
been over protecting the privacy of key goverament 3
" witnesses, such as David and Ruth Greenglass, who ~

live today under different names and whose private

immediate position of prominence in the case, a  privacy has not. The two must be held in delicate

Rosenberg spy ring gathered (he claimed) during jail-’

on that can be obtained from the files add up te-
‘yet 1o emerge from the FBI files 'a cohcrent body of :

indicate the innocence of either Alger Hiss or the

Certainly parfisans on both sides will find cvidenc>to
using FBI files and other previously classified govern-

.The most reas mal:;s:«:mm 10 releasing these
;@l ‘records .on the Hiss and

en that such release viclates the

argument that wed ¥ the
documents involved diouid be withheld on mm

man to the anchor of privacy. Ignoring,
moment, any  possible irony in the FBIY
argument against release on grounds of priv:

argument itself has merit, especially when spplie

to having such names removed from the Tiles before
release. (it should be noted, however, that the FBI has

suffered by such barely known individuals than it

interrogations by the bureau are integral pieces of -
historical evidence.) | share the bureau’s professed .
concern over legitimate fimitations to the “right to

know” in a democratic society. Although secrecy has
abused its claims during the past quarter oentury,

balance, even in connection with the records of public - -

officials, although in practice it can be painfully difficult -

to define the “private” part of the life of a public person. .- .
My own rule of thumb in dealings with government -

Ly 4

-agencies has skirted the general issue by arguing, ‘

instead that most people involved in these particular
cases, either as principals or as major witnesses, not
only testified in open court; they also testified before
congressional committees or published articles and
books based upon their stories. Such actions might be- "
interpreted to mean that the individuals themselves

* have voluntarily waived their demand for privacy—at - .
least insofar as their knowledge of the evidence is

concerned. Leputy Attorney General Tyier, inorder- -~

S ing the FBI to expedite release of the fulcs, accepted my N
. basic argument on this point.-

- The danger of abuse remains present at all trmes As ;

-someone who values his own privacy highly, 1 find - .
~myself uncomfortable even with my own worhng
~ comoaromise on the matter of privacy and FBI records,a
" compromise that now governs the burcau’s processing
- of the Hiss and Roserberg files. Historians using such =
- material bear a special responsibility to ensurcthat—at - -
. wast in their hands—the pursuit of documenhry '
" *smoking “guns”

docs not become all-consuming
abusive, and headlinc-hunting. The great danger

ment records is that a scholarly variant McCarxhy:sm :

will replace the careful assessment of new data—~data ..
that must be correlated with afl the other available
evidence if they are to provide answers to the many -

- unresolved questions in such controversial cases. .o
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s Alleging

;~%@tgocmed as atomic spy piot-
fevs in 1953, cherged yesterday
thal .now-released veports by
Federal Bureau of Investigation
agenfs—if accarate—indicated
| thetrial judge had violated can-!
ong 4f judicial ethics and con-
stititsonal separation of pow-
S; t

~.4n s bews conference, Mar-
$hall’ Perlin, chief counsel for.
the” gons, cited F.B.L reports
‘that be contended reported im-j
Imoper _contacts between the
judge, Irving R. Kaufman, and|
agents and prosecutors, Mr.l
Pediy, who distributed 30 re-
ports: obtained under the Free-
dom :of Information Act, pro-
posed “a special committee of
inguiry” made up of “indepen-
dent’l fawyers and legal scho-
l lar¢ €0 ook into the entire mat-:

ter. -

Judge Kaufman, now chief
judge of the Second Circuit
Court of Appeals, maintained
a 25.year practice against pub-
fic btatements on the Rosenberg

case..

. But former Federal Judge Si-
mon*H. Rifkind, chairman of
.an " American Bar Association
subcommittee mamed last year
o’ ;counteract unwarranted
criticism” of Judge Kaufman,
said | yesterday that a first
glance indiothed notting to im-
pugn’ “the validity of the ver-
dict.” He said the Court of Ap-
pealg had held the trial “fair
and Hawless.” - .

Mr, Rifkind said the lawyers
or the Rosenberg sons, Robert
and Michael Meeropol, had not
given his committee 2 jook at
the documents before a “grab”
for headlines on the eve of a}

; 15 Carnegie Hall fund-

Juge,
raising velly. -

He said the FBIL 1
cluded “triple " and quadruple
hearsay” and “courtroom scut-
‘tlebutt,” which he called *rare-
v a¢eurate.” -trial commu-
nications
-anfl * ‘Government, he said,
‘w,oufd viofste-we~>ule and some
undqubtedly related to threats
recelved by the judge. . X

v

v

Judicial Impropriet§ in Case

L ayeersmmmss__.
Eihy wyers for the two sons of! AR
Ehel and Julius Rosenberg. gypgtance of Ethics Canon

‘Supreme Court action on the

~eock the previous night, had |
between the judge -~ : o

#he ethics canon cited by the
Rosenberg supporters says a
judge should not permit private
communications
fluence his judicial conduct‘
whep affected interests are not

represented. Ordinarily, all com- | should not—in answer to these

munications by one side’s hw-i
yers to him sre to-be made)
known to the

Only one
public by Mr.
more Hotel news conference
was dated during the March 6-
29, 1951, trial, This quoted Ray-,
mond
partment official, s saying.
March 16 that he knew Judge
Kaufman would impose a death
sentence “if he doesn’t change.
his mind.” !

.An F.B.I1 report
3, 1951, two days before ‘sen-
tencing, quoied an assistant
United States attorney, Roy M.
Cohn, as saying Judge Kaufman
had consulted other judges and
favored a death sentence. Mr.
Cohn was said to believe a pris-
on .sentence might induce Mrs.
Rosenberg to talk and open the
way to other prosecutions.

in a March 13, 1975, letter
to the bureau, Irving H. Saypol,
who had been chief prosecutor,
recalled that Judge Kaufman
had asked for Justice Depart-
ment views, and then, learning
these differed, asked that Mr.
Saypol refrain from any recom-
mendation in court.

A Feb. 19, 1953, report sald
Judge Kaufman had urged the
Justice Department to expedite

other,
document made!

Rqsenbergs’ appeal rather than
jet the case go past a June re-
ceds until that autumn. ’

" A June 17, 1953, report said
Jutige Kaufman had “very con-
fidentially advised” an agent
that Chief Justice Fred M. Vin-
soh, in & meeting with Attorney
General Herbest Browpell at 11

YT (teacate” any Sadividual - fus-

designed to in-,|General Brownell dated Oct. 1

i!in the trial” The letter com-
" ade! mended the Justice Depactment
Perlin in a Bill- iifor aiding a Look magazine se-

Whearty, s Justice De-¢

L e 3

said he would call the full court
into sesSIOT Tmmediztely %0

‘tice’s stay of execution. (The
‘Rosenbergs were executed

June

18).
udge Kaufman to Attom

1957, saying, *I have Bot i~ |
tered 3 word—ss indeed J°

horribly concocted Communist
charges concerning my conduct

buttai to critics. R
A top F. B. |, official, Carths
D. DeLoach, reported Dec, 21,

a telephone call, had asserted
that he “raised hell” with Thut-
good M. Marshall, then & new
member of the Circuit Court of

dated April}.

Jthat : g
should be taken 1o combat™ { - :

Appeals, for & question during

an appeal hearing for Morton

Sobell, Mr. Sobell had been

convicted of non-atomic espion-

age conspiracy with the Rosen-

bergs. L
*57 Opinion Is Cited

The appeal had cited & 1957
‘Supreme Court decision --the
so-calied Grunewsld decision—-{.
holding it improper for a prose-
cutor to question & defendant|.
about jinvoking constitutional
privileges against self-incrimi-
nation before a grand jury—as
Ethal Rosenberg long before
had been cross-examined. s

Justice Marshall, the report
said: had asked “if Sobell had
been tried last spring and we
had him before "us today,

wouldn't it be necessary for thel{

court to reverse the decision,
particularly in view of the
Grunewald decision?” - ..~

The DeLoach report said an
assistant United States atior-
ney replied, “probably.” Judge
Kaufman was quoted as saying
this was & “stupid answer” that

e files ixiclu’ded 2 lett)er‘ h,; ‘

1962, that Judge Kaufman, ia} _

Date: -
gavon: L AT
Author: -
Editors
Pitler ..

(3 *c;"lf

Submitting Offices
(] Being Investigated =

“might very well be the straw
that breaks the camel's back
and a5 a result obtain Sobell’s
freedom.” e

1 The latest document was dat-
ed May 4, 1975, and said Judge
Kaufman had told the F.B.L
¥somie  counteraction’:

publicity by the National Com-’
mittee {o Reopen the Rosenberg
Case [ S )

"~ WDEXED.,
LED
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June 1953 while continuing to!

SPY BOOK FROM Tvmintain their innocence, but
a & A A A3 also "to attack and underniine; :

emo Utts Mca.:urn Taken
Again_;t Rosenberg Story

By JOHN M. CREWDSON
Bpecial to The New Yesk Timies
"WASHINGTON, June 1-~The
Federal Bureau of Investigation
ook steps in the mid-1960's to
vent the authors of & book
about Julius and Ethel Rosen-
r8.. the convicted atomic
pies, from. discussing ~ their
fwork on television interview
yprograms, according to newly
“4released bureau documents, -
- In @ memorandum written on
Oct. 16, 1965, William C. Sulli-

e F.B.L in its investigations.”
Sullivan’s ‘Instruction”
“In view of this,” Mr. Sulli-

van wrote, he'had told an inters] ~
mediary, 4
{"to instruct” the unnamed tele-

Chicago Iawyer,
vision personality “n otto per-
mit the Schneirs to go on his
welevision program for no good

wouccrue from ft.”" | 1

Mr, Sullivan, now retired, ve-
commended that the bureau
“take careful steps to sec
the cooperation of friendly
vision stations and prevent this
subversive effort from being
successful, It shouid be kept off
television programs and smoth-
ered and forced out of the pub-

lic eye,” he said in the memo-|

an, then an assistant F.B.I. di-{randum. :

Jrector, reported to his superiors
jthat  Walter and Mariam
Schneir, the authors, had ap-
: “a leading television
man in Chicago” with a request

Mr. Schneir sald ‘in a telo-
phone interview that he re-
called having been rebuffed in
an attempt to appear cn & tele-
vision program in Chicago con-|

to discuss on his program theirducted by Irv Kupcinet, a col-

{indicate page, nome of

newspaper, £ity wad
=

7

- jbook, “invitation. to an In-lumnist for the Chicago-Sun
jquest.” Times, but he could not say

Mr.
t

Sullivan sald h§ believed| whether that was the

e

the Schneirs intended not'to which Mr. Sullivmrgfre‘:'md.

Mr. Kupcinet, reached at his
Chicago office, said that the
Schneirs had asked for an
pearance, but that he had de-
cided that *“‘there was no way

Jwe could use them,” and that
he had never sought guidance
-on the matter from the FBL

Request by Sons

“The Sullivan memorandum
and other documents were fre-
leased by the bureau in re-
sponse to a request under the
Freedom of Information Act by
Michael and Robert Meeropol,
the Rosenberg’s sons. =
' Some details were made pub-
‘fic recently by the Senate Intel-
ligence Committee relating to

" the bureau's use of informants
and friendly “contacts” in the
media and elsewhere in its a{-
tempts to manipulate public
opinion, but this is the first
documented example of the
bureau's response to a partic-

- ular publication.

Mr. Sulltvan also suggesied
that the burean take steps to
refute and expose the Schneit’s

 book thereby “putting the su-

_thors in proper perspective.”
Another F.B.I. document that

‘accompanied ¢the Sullivan me-

;morandum noted that *‘steps

New York and by vanous
“oontacts” of ours to refute the
4D~ book written by the Schneirs.”-

That document reported that
Irving R, Ksufman, the judge
in the Rosenberg case and now

hief Judge of the United

tates Court of Appeals for the
Second Circuiit, which_includes
arts of New York, "has been

urnished certain public source] .

information” by the bureau. |
Judge Kaufman, the report
said, “is having a lengthy letter

written to the editor of The'

New York Times"” regarding the
Rosenberg case, and it noted
that another “syndicated wol-
umnist,” whose name was not|
given, “is also doing this”' -

“A number of Catholic publi-] - °

cations will also assist in this
matter,” the report said. - - .

Also, a Jetter was sent to all
bureau field offices in Novem-
ber 1965 advising agents that
“attempts will be made to get
the Schneirs on television pro-

grams throughout the country.™} "

“All offices should be alert to
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any indication of such ction'j

and immediately notify’" the
bureau in the event inforniation’
is received indicating such”ap

attempt on the part of the &
thors,” it said. .m

: _‘ba;ye already been taken in
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WASHINGTON, Nov. 15—One of the . .-
prize exhibits of the Fedaral Bureau of, °
Investigation-~entitied “The Crinte of the
Century” on the way Julius and Ethel,

Rosenberg were convicted as atomic spy

plotters—is no lenger being displayed,,
Attention was calied to the exhibit's:

absence today by the National Cominittea
to Reopen the Rosenberg Case, The

‘exhibit had included such items as &,
1torn Jello box, recalling testimony that
‘two pieces of such a ‘box had been S
-pecognition signal for two pariicipants . .
‘in the alieged conspiracy for which the
Rosenbergs ivere electrocuted in 1933.

An F.BI. spokesman said that the

exhibit was “not on the tour route now". -

because it was “not rebuilt” when the
bureau moved from the Justice Depart-
ment Building into the new J. Edgar
Hoover - Building, which was opened
Oct. 1, 1975. L ) .
The committee, led by Robert Meero-
pol, one of the Rosenbergs’ two sons,
and Marshall Perlin, counscl, presented &

“petition reportcdly bearing 30.000 signa-
turcs, asking that Attorncy General Ed-

ward H. Levi “immediately release all
files” on the case under the Freedom of

‘Information Act. Mr. Meeropcl told the
Justice Department that a son of Mr,
Dages D

Levi was a signer. About 29,000

of - EBJ—Jocuments had been released -
A\hst December, . ool e e e
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