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BULKY EXHIBIT «~ INVENTORY OF PROPERTY IGQUIRED AS EVIDENCE

Burfile: 1CO=287835 N Field Division
11/20/56 Date -
Title and Character of Case: NATICNAL COMITTEE T0 SECURE JUSTICE
IN THE ROSENBIRG CASE
15 =-C
Date Property Acquired: SEE BELOW
Source From which Property Acquired: SEE BELOW

Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit: YVAULT

Reason for Retention of Property wund EVIDENCE AND INFORMATION
Efforts Made to Dispose of Same: DISPOSITICN: PERMANENT

Description of Property or Exhibit and  SEE BELOW
Identity of Agent Submitting Same:

143, HCUA publicaton “Trisl By Tresson". Reo'd. on 8/27/56 from HCUA per WFO. Subm. by

SA P, H, Sheriden on 10 5 14 Ssee Berinml 2171,

T44.

745, lenflot "Keep the Press Rolling etg”.
SA L. S. Goodwin on 11/8/56.
748, Nov Y56 Pamphlet” "N, S, PrisTUyewamyanm

Submo b SA L- S. Goodvin on
747,

Su'bm. 'by

748,

ST o 3y
LT g e = e o + ESFARCHED..., INL - - !
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BULKY EXHIBIT -~ INVENTORY OF PROPERTY ACQUIRED AS EVIDENCE

Bufile: 100387935 NY _ Field Division
' 1/2/57 Date L
Title and Oharacter of Cage: NATIQNAL COLIIITTEE TO SECURE JUSTICZ IV i
THE ROSENSERG CASE ;
Is-¢ 4
|
Date Property Acquired: ' SEE BELOW
Source Frem Which Property Acquired: SER EELOW

Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit: VAULT

* AR T2

Reason for Retention of Property and EVIDRICE AND INFORMATIGH
Efforts Made to Dispose of Same; DISPOSITIONs PERNNENT

Description of Property or Exhibit and SEE BELOW b
Identity of Agent Submitting Sames

Th94 Nov 11 Newspaper,
Subm. by S& R, Lurphy on .
750, ¥in etier received bqexphmmg publication of
cnsciencell, um address Room D, $40 Hway,

wlorton.Sobell Prisoner On Ou
NY 10, Suha. by SA E. Gull on 11/23/56.

721 PBMsroper en YT n e Sobel). 'Frisoner On ™ur Consclence® dtd 11/56

smeo by SA E., H, 6211 gn »
52

53¢ 1 reprilensY PThe i1nt)on oy
Subn, by SA Light on 1/2/57, .
"lartén Sobell Frisoner on Our ~onsclence?,
Subm, by SA R. Light, on 1/2/57.
5. PY tongressional Record "The Sohell (ase
Suba. by SA Lipht on ¥2/57.

L

] . - \ R --_'_' 1 .n
756¢ Circular "The Sobell Case In AT . B @ s |
h SA I“ s. LeTalatla, P <2 E i e ‘ : y : :
7. ;
: ‘%
LEARCHID —p g 5‘
SUWIL’J?Q:.‘H;"...QL. is‘
’iﬂld ru’ ” ’- .nar :a ."):', ) lg
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BULXY EXHIBIT - INVENTORY OF PROPERTY ACQUIRED AS EVIDENCE

Bufiles 100-38783%5 NY Field Division
]J?/E? Date
Title and Character of Case: NATIONAL COI:ITTEE TO SECURE JUSTICE IN
THE ROSENBERG GASE
IS = C
Date Property Acquired: SEE REL'W
Source From Which Property Acquired: SEE “ELOW

Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit: VAULT

* LR T

Reason for Retention of Property and EVILENCE AHD "NFORMATION
Efforts Made to Dispose of Same: DISPOSITION : PERLAMENT

Description of Property or Exhibit and SEE BELOW
Identity of Agent Submitting Same:

7589 Emily Alman le

Suballby SA R. B, Kent

o 1/2/57,

759. Morton Sobe ; Subm. by SA R, E.
¥ent on 1/2/57. .

760, Panphlet "On Story of Motton Sobell by Emily and David Alman.

Subm. by SA J. i, Brome on 1/2/57. .

761, Fhotost} alurh from the Mount Dora Topis dtd 7/19
Comittee to Secure Jusiice in the Morton Sobell cas
Subm. by SA J. ). Browne cn 1/2/57.
c¥al of a column which appeared in the St.
' b the

762,

8 Fosgt-Dispatch and v
rmittee to Secure Justice for Morton Sobe e

Subm, by Si J. I, Browne on 1/2/57. %
763, ostat of a ch appeared in the Capital Timew

by the Cormittee to Secure Justice for llorton Sob
m Subm. by SA J. ¥. Brovme on 1/2/5%,
704 S a }o

1"; his cace,

nag

i “hraring
Suhz} by SA Browme on 1/2/5¢

v 0L 871/~ 1 B136
S e o oW STARCHID moEIp
S ~ e STRIALIZTS ~\S- - -‘:.55_.
£_a. b%Q AL uo..(j_.,.h

JAN2  wz7
FOI—NIW YORK
Field File #; : Vit
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- '! \ BULKY EXHIBIT ~ INVENTORY OF PROPERTY ACQUIRED AS EVIDENCE -
CoE piriles 100-337335 Y Field Division
o i : 22/57 Date
S Title and Character of Cases MATIOWAL COMMITTER TO SECUKE
3 [ JUSTICE IV THE nOSETSEZAG CASE
g IS - C
Date Property Acquired: SEE BELOW
; L Source From Which Property Acqui.red:. SE® BRELOW
: f Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit: VAULT
Roason for Retention of P‘ropert;rhénd BVIDEICE A® »
Efforta Made to Dispose of Sams: DISPOS ITIO'\IH:) gE%C;AR%gg‘%OV
T Description of Property or Exhibit and ”
. Identity of Agent Submitting Sames SEZ BELOW

i 765, Circular lettsr dated Yovember, 1956, from Cemmittee to Secur
: np M ~b bear vrinted s:{gnature of Emily Alman,

Subm. by SA Richard F. Bates on 2/57 9%
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= ‘ .
t i BULKY EXHIBIT — INVENTORY OF FROPERTY ACQUIRED AS EVIDENCE
. ¥ .
;: v Bufile; 100=337835 NY -~ Field Division
PR 51 )
SRR 3/18/57 Date
b
i Title and Character of Case: NATIONAL COI:ITTSE TO SECURE
' . ' ) JUSTICE IN THE ROSEMBERG CASE
IS - ¢
Date Property Acquired: ) SEE BELCY
tl Source From Which Property Acquired: SEE BELGW

Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit: VAJLT

Reason for Retention of Property -and EVIDENC: AD INFORIATION
Efforts Made to Dispose of Same: DISPOSITION: PSR IANENT

Descripticn of Property or Exhibit and  SEZ BeLOW
Identity of Agent Submitting Same:

.- 768+ Appeal to President Eisenhowsr for the release of Yorton Sobell, with p page and a
P half of names who have signed the appear.

- 767+ One letter addressed to Dear friend, signed by delen Sobell.

768, One four rage newsjaper dated Nov. 1956, entitled "iorton Sobell" Prisoner On Our Con~

science. ‘
’ and & business reply envelope ad-

763 The original envelope material received in by

dre"' B 0) " - Ll O oo 3 Ph'ﬂ. D 94 Bd5

e SRl Ol pedsbnper lorton Sobell Prisoner on Our Conseience™.
. subtm. by SA Sheridan on 3/7/57

- Y% 770e Une complote set of publicit releases

i _'-\.. Ios

7704

sLuDMe D i arigan on

L | b 7d
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oL BULKY EXHIBIT - INVENTORY OF PROPERTY AGQUIRED AS EVIDENCE

Bufiles 100-337835 NY Pield Divisicn

; 3 . LA/s7 Date

Title and Character of Cager NATIOAL COMIITTEZ T0 SECURE
_ x JUSTICE IV THE ROSEVHE.G CASE

IS « C

Date Property Acquired: SEE BELOW

_ & | Source From Wnich Property Acquired: SEZ BELOW
) i Location of Property or Bulky Exhibits VAULT

Reason for Retention of Px:operty“a'.hd

IVIDE'ICE AMD I'FORMATION
Efforts Made to Dispose of Same:

DISPOSITION: PERMANTNT

Description of Property or Exhibit and SEE B®
Identity of Agent Submitting Same: EE Low

2] Hosenberg™", ’
Subm, by SA Phi p
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Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit:

- L) LLLE

Reason for Retention of Property and
Efforts Made to Dispose of Same:

Description of Property or Exhibit and
ldentity of Agent Submitting Same:

Subme.

RE
. Eet =
Fleld P1le 43

e et e PRSI

e et s T
, - :
kg . : FD-192
- 8 (7-27-52)
L BULKY EXHIBIT - INVENTORY OF PROPERTY ACQUIRED 4S. EVIDENCE
8 Bufile: Ny Field Pivision
- £ 5/13/57 Date
= Title and Cheracter of Case: NATIONAL COLCOTTEE T0 SECURE JUSTICE
L p IN THE ROSENB=. 43 CASE
IS ~C
Date Property Acquired: SEE BELOW
N E Scurce From Which Property Acquired: SEE BELOW

VAULT

EVIDENCE AND INFORUATION
DISPOSITION : PERMANENT

SEE BELOW

0 sponsored by vobell Comm
by SA Lawler on 5/5/57.

to -1 7ys -/N’/‘é“

SEARCHED maam
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BULKY EXHIBIT - INVENTORY OF PROPERTY ACQUIRED AS EVIDENCE

Bufile:

Title and Character of Case:

Date Property Acquired:
Source From Which Property Acquired:
Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit:

Reason for Retention .of Broperty. and
Efforta Made to Dispose of Same:

Description of Property or Exhibit and
Identity of Agent Submitting Same;

Announcement of o

W ~

R P N R A

- FD-192
(7-17-52)
¥

Y Field Division
5/23/57 Date

Misen hiver 3~at Eide to Bﬂar
11 Cormittee, QL

NATICIAL
I T3 &

IS -C

CHTiI™TER TH SE’JUL... JUSTIC?.
I "33 M Jaxl.G CASM

SET ITLOW

SET BILOW

VAULT

EVIDTIZE A'D IMFORMATIOY
DISPTSITIOY: PLLMAYME'TT

SET BILOW
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BULKY EXHIBIT - INVENTORY OF PROPERTY ACQUIRED. AS EVIDENCE

Bufile: 200-337335

#
Title and Character of Cese:

&
Date Property Acquired:
Source From Which Property Acquired:;
Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit;

Reason for Retention “of Property” and
Efforts Made to Dispose of Same:

Description of Pr
Identity of Apent

782.

operty or Exhibit and

783,

784,
785,
"The

786+ Reprint of 8/27/55 article in

Subz:le by SA filliem G. Linchan on 5/27/57,

107 vroy

Field Division

6/14/57 Date

ATIONAL COILIITTEE TO SECURE JUSTICE
IN THE RCS:iBR7 CASE
I3-C

VAULT

EVIDENCE AMD INFORMATION
DISFOSITION: PERMANE:

SZE BELGT

A0TL e

vd

| *
-~ ._'\";:;‘;f\.,v‘- = -
R o o j
Lo 4 T'l /c-t. - /, \"‘/‘/q'{/‘!—
ViTe gy o Bt T D PG ORIG L, BLOCASTAPELG/ we T
F1e1d File #: - e s B ALY e
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BULKY EXHIBIT - INVENTORY QF PROPERTY ACQUIRED.AS EVIDENCE

Bufile: 100-387835

Title ind Character of Case:

Date Property Acquired:
Source From Which Property Acquired:

Locatioen of Property or Bulky Exhibit:

Reason for Retention of Property:.and
Efforts Made to Dispose of Sames

Description of Property or Exhibit and
Identity of Agent Submitting Same:

“T2Bresala = ! L £

a2t A

PholOstat o 2nuary
M qSOErapned "Avveal to
individuals who siened,
SA villiam g, Linehan on G

N
6/27/57

Field Divisicn
—Date

MATIOTAL COMMITTER TO SE7UER
JUSTICE IN THE ROSENBEERG CASE
Is - ¢C

SEE BELOW

SEE BELOW

VAULT

EVIDENCE AND INFORMATION
DISPOSITION: PERMANENT

'

SEE BELOQYW

" al- gsp T

207 Sobell Meyu ToPrerM

e smnmmam-a

hed list of
Subm. by

o7dd

Tt e .

- g

{ l:_ﬁ; o!',' W
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‘ ~ BULKY EXHIBIT - INVENTORY OF PROPERTY ACQUIRED. AS EVIDENCE

|. ' .
; Pullle: 100-387335 " NY Field Division
; § . 7/1/57 Date o

- Title and Character of Case: NATIOVAL COMMITTEE TO SECUKE
. JUSTICE IN THE ROSENBERG TASE
. ' IS - C

f Date Property Acquired: SEE BELCW
¥ k Source From Which Property Acquired: SE® BELOW
-ii’ Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit: VAULT
Reason for Retention of Property and EVIDEMCE AYD INFORMATION
Efforts Made to Dispose of Same: DISPCSITION: PERMANENT

Description of Property or Exhibit and SEE BELOW
Identity of Agent Submitting Same:

.- 790, 1 roll of negs & 2 sets of ohotographs of individuals attending
T Premier Palace "East Y & Brownsville Sobell Committee"” meeting

o 6/21/57. Ree'd 6/21/57 from Photo survelllance, 505 Sutter Ave.
Bklyn., NY. Subm. by SA P.¥, Sheriden on 6/28/57. am

t " 791. literature from Cormittee to Secure Justice for Forton Sobell. ‘Fyer dtd 3/57
Y entitled UIte Soxcll Case Across the Country®.

4 or ', Sobell. Lt dtd 3/13/57 with enc.

: 792, ure 1roin comnl

y drt
q-;{ 1 i 793. Literature from comn o secure justice for llorton Sobell = Flyer dtd 5/21
entitled "Issues in M obell Case going Pefore Supreme Court".
U L, S
& s
Y ér
‘,: . _
16 -1¢ 707/ (4444
T / Ry ’
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icep the Presses Rolling

. L] . L] L . L) L] ] L] L} » .

w b & 8 § e & B ¥ & B & 3 & * "B P K e

# with the Facts in the Sobell Case

s & & 4 & ¥ & e 5 ¢ T ¥ & N * ° & »

i Hare it is, just off the press--our four-page newspaper that.

v»ple have been asking for to meet the demand for more information
$ut activity and progress taking place in the Sobell case. We have

i eady received many enthusiastic reactlons. Our first printing is
J00. With additional printings in the next months, we hope to see
B ireds of thousands distributed throughout the country. Think of the

L¥zct if our thousands of supporters everywhere undertake to circulate

)qpev in their respective areas! It will guarantee that as the

,_ guesfbefore the Appeals Court this Fall, many more Americans will

v+ the facts,

‘;A?ﬁ W¢ are asking everyone to arrange for distributing the paper and

: nlace their orders--the largest orders possible-~immediately. This
2 p:per that can be sent to your community leaders, to people on
tioue mz2iling lists you can obtain, to people in your city already

Nattetic to the case, to everyone you can think of reaching. The

ber can be used for distribution at public functions, on street
khers, at factories. It can also be used for fund-raising, being
fﬂ?d with a letter asking for a contribution. Our committee can
1y return postage-paid envelopes for such mailings.

¥ "bat we propose is that every group of persons who can possibly’
o crder and arrange to distribute 1,000 copies as a start. Those:

g can’t possibly distribute this amount can, of course, order less,

M we ask you to set your sights high and consider whether you can

' 1,000 persons in your city to give this newspaper to immediately.

LH large committees will be distributing the paper in the tens of

'Sa.nds-) N\

B Thz economics of the paper are not difficult. One thousand will
yo1 520, Lesser quantltles are at $3 per hundred. Because we must

jcasy _to the printer, it is essential that orders be paid for in

snce. However, we are confident that a sum guch as 20 can be

M:cd juickly to cover this valuable and challenging project.

B We are looking forward to receiving your orders and hearing of
plins -as quickly as possible.

. ' " Committee to Secure Justice for Morton Sobell

940 Broadway, New York City
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Pt K _ with the Facts in the Sobell Case' .7 .

tere it is, just off the press--our four-page newspaper that
Mople have been asking for to meet the demand for more information
RBout activity and progress taking place in the Sobell case. We have @ »..7
BRE-c20y received many enthusiastic reactions. Qur first printing is R
B,00C. With addivional printings in the next months, we hope to see ~ "V
frdreds of thousands distributed throughout the country. Think of the .
B--ct if our thousands of supporters everywhere undertake to circulate Y.
paper in their respective areas! It will guarantee that as the ol
2" goes before the Appeals Court this Fall, many more Americans will “/
’gow the facts. . S

| L PR

8. Ve are asking everyone to arrange for distributing the paper and
¥ place their orders--the largest orders possible~-immediately. This
{ 2 paper tnat can be sent to your community leaders, to people on Do

‘SI-icus mziling lists you can obtain, to people in your city already o
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pathetic to the case, to everyone you can think of reaching. The

A
»

B or can be used for distribution at public functions, on streel i
fners, at factories. It can also be used for fund-raising, being = .=
% 1ed with a letter asking for a contribution. Our committee can s

¥ -1y return postage-paid envelopes for such mailings.

What we propose is that every group of persons who can possibly :
so order and arrange to distribute 1,000 copies as a start. Those- T
. ca1’t possibly distribute this amount can, of course, order less, ‘
% we ask you to set your sights high and consider whether you can .
Jr.d 1,000 persons in your city to give this newspaper to immediately.: 4
K = large)committees will be distributing the paper in the tens of Cooet
M usaads. : L

»
e ®

8 The economics of the paper are not difficult. One thousand will DA
st you ;20. Lesser quantities are at $3 per hundred. Because we must /. -
Ry _cash_to the printer, it js essential that orders be paid for in Coe
W:nce. However, we are confident that a sum such as $20 can be A

-

g sed quickly to cover this valuable and challenging project. e

3 we aje loocking forward to receiving your orders and hearing of h,f'd
‘ ‘

o

-;r p-and as quickly as possible.

: { Committee to Secure Justice for Morton Sobell
940 Broadway,; New York City
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THE SOBEL

THE CASE of Morton Sohell, now
serving a thirty-year sentence in Al
catras, presents d striking example
ol mass misunderstanding induced
by self-styled “hews commentators”
and newspaper reporters, very few
of whom have examined the record.

The record does not juf.lify the
designation of Sabell as a traitor or
as an “atomic spy-

Snbell was not cven indicted as a
traior. He was tried on a supcrsed-
ing indirunent returned in the 1. S.
Pistrict Court {or the $outhern Dis-
triet of New York on January 31,
1051, charging ham with having con-
spired with Julius avd Ethel Rosen-
berg. Anatoli A, Yakolev, David
Grecuglass, Ruth Greenglass and
Harry Gold, between June 6, 14944,
and June {5, 1930, while the United
Srates was At war, 1o deliver 10 the
Saviet Union certain documents,
sketches and information relating to
the national delense of the United
States, with inient and reason 1o be-
fieve that it would he used to the
advantage of the soviet Uniomn.
There was no charge that this might
be harminl 10 the United Statcs.

As a matter of fact, Sobell was

not even pamed in the original ig
dictment retnrned August 17, 1950,
in which the only defendants were
the Rasenbergs and Anatoli A, Yak-
nlev, a lormer Russian vice-consul
in New Ynork, who, as the govern-
ment knew, had been allowed to re-
(urn to Russia in 1946 and could

not be tricd.

The government fled a Hst of

twelve alleged overt acls, charged 10
the Rosenbergs, all of which were

laid between June 6, 1944, and Jan-.

uarv 14, 1445, weil helore the advent
of the rold war, As aguinst Sohell,
the government filted a bill of par
ticulars '\iarping him with having
pnined i conspiracy on of about
June 15, 1944, and with five “overt

I

——— —
STEPHEN LOVE, a memher of the
[Minaw har, Is professor of lew o
Narthwestern Universily.

acts” consisting of conversations
with Julius Rosenberg between Jan
uaiy, 1946, and May, 1948.

At the outset, it 15 indisputable
that despite the fact that the grava-
men of the indictment was the deliv
ery of the dacuments, sketches and
information relating to our national
defense, nevertheless, not 2 single
witness testifed, nor was there a
scrap of paper, 10 the effect that
Sobell had delivered anything (o arny-
body at any lime relating to our na-
tional defense. With the exceptlion
of the witnesses who testified 1o So-
bell's alleged flight 10 Mexico, there
were only two witnesses who even
mentioned the name of Sobell,
namely, Max Elitcher and William
Danziger.

MOREOQVER, even the characteriza-
tion of Danziger as a witness against
Sobell is hardly justified. Danziger
testihedd that he and Sahell had at-
tended school and college ingether
and also worked together for some
years at the navy Bureau of Ord-
nance in Washington] that he had
visited Sobell at the latter's home in
May, 1950, when he told Sobell that
he was in the electrical busincss and
had asked Sobell for the address of
_!ulim Rosenberg, wha, Sobell told
him, was in the machinesiop busi-
ness, it beiug the withess' idea that
he might give Rosenberg some ma-
chine-shop work. Danvziger also testi-
fied chat Sobell tokl him that he was
leaving for a vacation in Mexico in
June, 1950, and that, somc time later,
he received a letter from Sobeil {rom
Mexico City, the return address
name on which was M. Sowell, the
envelope containing a Jetter 1o be
forwarded to his sister-in-taw. Edith
1 evitov, and to hix parerts. the r1e-
turn address on this lever being that
of M. Levitov,

‘I'he only witness against Sobell
who ofiered any iestitnony as Lo any
conspiracy Or any acis pursuant
thereto was Max Elitcher, who had
Juended high schon! and then col-
lege with Sqbel! unti) 1938, He testi-
fiedd that in 1939 he and Sobell hiad

. CASE ..

by Stephen Lo}*ve :

2 conversation in regard to the Colit
munist Party; that he joined a ©
of the Communist Party in Wag
ington at Sobell's suggestior: and i
tended meetings of that cell for (R
or three months after M:y, 198
and until 1941; that he continued
be a member of the Comm=s
Party until 1948, one group of §
party being known as the N:
Branch. He testified nothing; furtiie
about membership in the ‘Commi
nist Party, but said that he met 3
bell again in 1947 at the Ree
Instrument Plant in New Y
wherc Sobell asked him il he kil
of students who could be aproac
concerning espionage and cblainii
classified material. .
Elitcher further testified chat dig
ing the week preceding Labor 18
in 1944 he had a conversation
Sobell, and that Sobell was aniiy
when he heard that Rosenberg 1
mentioned his name; that Sobell ¥
employed in the General Ele
Plant in Schenectady in 1346;
Sobell asked Elitcher whetaer t
was any writien material avail:
as to his work; that Sobell suggesg
or “implied” that Elitcher vas o
Rosenberg about espionage. busif]
in 1946; that in 1947, when he
Sobell at the Sugar Bowl Rastaur
¢the laner asked him whether 39
wile knew about the espionage ¥ _ -4
ness and also asked him whethe
would Jet Sobell know of any
neering students who were “prog N
sive”; that in June, 1948. Elitd 3
10ld Sobell that he was le aving
Burcan of Ordnance and that Sogy
asked him to do nothing about S
antil he had discussed things YWk
Rosenberg, subsequent to whicl l
bell arranged a meeting betweeny
withess and Rosenlerg; thal at P !
mecting Sobell and Rosenberg 1R "
wicd 1o persuade Elitcher to st )
the Burcau of Ordnance bec} :
Rosenberg needed someone thergd
espIONAge PUrposes, but that the P
ness adhered 1o his determinati G
leave Washington.
Elitcher fhually testified thafi
Tuly or August, 1948, when he]RE
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driving from Washington to Sobell’s
home in New York, he was [ollowed
that when be told

Lwo cals
this to Sobe§} the Tatter was angry;
that Sobell Ysked him to go with

him to deliver 2 thirty-five-milli-
meter-ilm can 0 Rosenberg
that they drove to the neighborhood
of the journal American building,
where Sobell got out of the car; that
when Sobell returned he told him
that Rosenberg was not concerned
about Eliicher’s having been fol-
Jowed and that Rosenberg also ad-
mitted that he had once 1alked 1o
Elizabeth Bentley, but said that she
had not recognized his voice. The
Jast time the witness talked 10 So-
bell was in June, 1950.
There were five witnesses who test-
ified in relation 0 Sabell’s visit 10
Mexico in July, 1950; the gravamen
of their testimony was that Sobell
had used the names of M. Sand, Mor-
ris Sand, Marvin Galt and N. Sand;
one of them also testified that Sobell
had sent two letiers intended for his
wite, then in Mexico City, enclosed
in envelopes addressed 1o the wit-
ness. One of these wilnesses testified
that Sobell had told him that he was
afraid to return to the U. §. army
since he already had seen a war, had
experienced war; the government
thereupon pmduced the records 10
show that Sobeil had never served in

the army.

The loregoing was the only evi-
dence against Sobell. 'T'he trial judge
instructed the jurys “}f you do not
believe the testmony of Max Elit
cher as it pertains o sobell, then you
must acquit the defendant Sobell.”
The jury believed Elitcher, although
this witness admited that he knew
he had committed perjury in 1047
in applying for 2 government posi-
tion, in exceuting a loyalty oath and
in concealing the fact that he was
then a Communist. He admitted also
that when he was interrogated about
the 5(:36“ case by the FBL in 1950,
they 1oV him that they knew he was
a Communist, and that he was then
fearful that he would be prosecuied
for perjury. The trial judge, on the
basis of Elitcher's testimony, scn-
tenced Sobell 1o thirty years in the
penitentiary.

Since the evidence against Sobell
was obviously 30 inconclusive, the
question arises as to why he was
{ound guilty. There are several
answers:

1. The most potent factor was that
although Sobell and his co-defend-
ants, the Rosenbergs. had not been
iadicted and ostensibly were not
being tried on the charge of being
Communists, the U. . attorney, in
his opening statement, introduced
that element into the case by vigor-
ously charging that the loyalty of
the defendants was “‘not 1o our cotn-
try, but ... to communism,” and by
referring to them as “rraitorous
Americans” guilty ol “traitorous ac
tivities” and “rreasonable acts.” This
despite the fact that the defendants
were not on trial for treason. Fol-
lowing this line. the gnvernment in-
troduced extensive and coloriul test-
jmony ol Harry Gald and the ubiq-
pitous Elizabeth Bentley with 1€
spect to their respective activities in
behall of the Communists: each had
2 Roman holiday on the stand. The
trial court permitied this testimony
even though neither Gold or Bentley
knew either Sobeil or the Rosen-

bergs, and the name of Sobell was
not mentioned in the testimony of

either,

When the defendants objected to
this line of evidence, the wial judge
heid that the inquiry was proper as
going to the motive of the defend-
anis ta conumit the acts charped
against thewr. (Yhe UL 5. Gireuit
Gourt ol Appeals subsequently up-
held Nhis ruling). The trial judge
wenl on (o caution the jurors that

they werc ‘‘not 10 detern}ine G
guilt or innocence of a defendant
whether or not he is a Coninunis
While such 2 pcrfnrmancc' pyat
judge may be legally sour i, in
long rum it 1s one ol the less amiza
hypaocrisies ol the law. in these 448
repeatedly to call a defencant g
eriminal case a Communist and tH
expect him to get a {air trial belgh
a jury simply because the tial jug
directs the jury to disregard 4
charge is either naive or in
cere, )
> Apparently convinced hat tig
was not enough evidence L0 justil
conviction, counsel for Sobeil
not permit him 0 take the st
that wits @ nustake, s iLnoy appg
3. The trial judge 1ePe ated!via
the presence of the juny, ded
ctrated his hostility to the defend g
and their counsel. The Cir-uit (48
of Appeals held, however, 1ha SR
reversibie error had been ¢omimj T
by him in this respect. :
£, The government muade 1
ar that Sobell had fed to Mo
in 1950 and that AMexico hadg
ported him: it even offered infim
dence a card in the possession o
U. §. immigration auttorities
which appeared the pbrasc, :
ported {rom Mexico.” oy
Sobell and the Roserbergs I
their appeal to the circit cou
a two-lo-one decision. Judge ]
Frank, in 2 dissenting opi
argued that Sobell was entitled
new trial on the ground that i
dence established, if anything
separate conspiracies: (a) a
spiracy between Rosenberg angy
bell to solicit and obtain Elidgy
" aid in espionage activiies a
send military engineering an«gy
control information to Lurop§ )
a conspiracy between Rose g
Greenglass and Gold to end 18
information to Russia, with
conspiracy Sobell was not cvi
motely linked by any evidence.
Frank held that trying Sobell |
with defendants charged witl
other conspiracy, with whide
had no conncction, was gre .
versible error.

-

BUT the majoriny of the :

-

Gourt of Appeals held that iy )
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was no error of law, and the Supreme
Court has steadfastly refused to ve-
view the record. As succincly stated
by Mr. Jubtice Black: “This Court
has neverigeviewed this record and
has never #ffirmed the fairness ol the
trial.”” 1t seems incredible that in 2
capital case, in which 1wo defendants
receive the death sentence and the
other a thirty-year sentence, the Su-
preme Court refuses to take jurisdic-
- tion to ascertain whether they had
had a [air trial. This is particularly
tragic in view of the facl that even
in the Gircuit Court of Appeals the
defendants did not have a hearing
as to the suficiency of the evidence
to sustain the convictions against
them. As stated by Judge Frank:
«, . . Where trial is by jury, this
court is not allowed to consider the
credibility of witnesses or the relia-
bility of testimony. Particularly in
the tederal judicial system, that is
the jury's provinee.”

1n other words, once a jury, into
whose ears are drummed the word
“Communists” and who are hearing
a case before a judge obviowsly un-
friendly to the defendants, finds the
defendants guilty, then therealter
1o court of review can find that the
jury was wrong in its verdict.

The Nation, 333 Sixth Avenue, N.Y.C 14

Send me the next 31 weeks of The Nation for the special l
introductary price of only 83.00. (You aave $3.20 under l

the newsstand price.)

Payment enclosed (] Bill me [

INAIIE o v v crrasuonronnmnsoseressnnns

Civy. ..

Addreu: ..........................

Confronted with  this situation,
counsel for Sobell has had to rely
on a different approach.

Sobell and his family left the
United States. for Mexico in 1950;
there was considerable doubt as to
their reasons for leaving. If they left
under circumstances indicating a
consciousness of guilt, that would
be a potent, perhaps.a concjusive,
factor in the minds of the jury. If,
on the other hand, their stay there
was to be temporary, of, more con-
vincingly, if they rewurned to the
United States before Sobell had been
indicted, then this assumption of a
consciousness of guilt would be elim-
inated. 1t was, therefore, an impot-
tanmt Jink in the government’s case
to prevent Sobell’s voluntary return.
The U. S. government prevented
such a return by having the Mexican

secret police seize Sobell in Mexico, .

rush him to Laredo, Texas, and
there turn him over to the U. 8. Im-
migration Service. That this was

done without any judicial process, .

and without any hearing, is incon-
trovertible. It was an ahduction,
even involving physical assault.
To make it charge even stronger,
the govermment somehow produced
and ofiered in evidence a card pur-
porting to be a document prepared

M e b o

and kept by an immigratibn insje
tor of the Immigralion Se
bearing the legend, "Depq!ned i
Mexico.” Since there haua bee
deportation procedure ¢: hea
in Mexico, the entry was patentl

correct. That it did ircalculll
damage to Sobell's causc 1 the
of the jury cannot be doubted.

CUUNSEL for Sobell has filed
tition before the same trial }§
who sentenced him, seting f
the [acts as to the alleged depf
tion and asking lor a new'tria!. ;
pecition alleges that the pro-da
ing authorities had knowingly,
fully and intentionally used
and perjurious testimony, had
false representations to the g
and had suppressed evidence wy
would have impeached and ref
testimony given against Sobell

1t the trial judge tejects thal
fense petition, counsel will dg
less present the matter to the
cuit Court of Appeals. "“hat @B
will then be squarely confrde
with the question as to whettg
conviction obtained by such g
ods will be upheld as the basg
a thirty-year senience to z, defe
against whom there wis 30
reliable evidence.

NOW 1S THE TIME for you 1o enter your n
scription 10 The Nation. There will be changes, ¢38
I changes, in Amcrica’s oldest independent liberal

That's why we're muking this npecial offer Tor you (S0
weribe ut the sperial rate of $3.00 for 3] weeks. (Y
$3.20 under the newsstand price.) R
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L | | | The Sobell Case

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
or

HON. WILLIAM LANGER

oF NORTH DAKOTA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Wednesday, May 9, 1956
Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the Appendix of the RECoku & speech I
made in New York City on September

29, 1955,

There heing no objection, the speech
was ordered to be printed in the RECGRD,
as follows:

SPEECH BY SENATOR LAMGER AT CARNEGIE HALL,

New YoRK, SEPTEMEER 29, 1955

My, Chairman, Mrs. Sobell, and my Iriends,
1 am delighted that Mrs. Schell told you
that I was the Senator from Naorth Dakota.
North Dakots, believe it or not, is the great-
Union. Every once in a
while this evening when ope of these dis-
tingulshed guests came o me and said they
and commenced to pay
for being here, I said
to them that we have scoIcs of foiks out
there in North Dakota who would do it if

est State In the

were glad 1 was here
compliments to me

they were in my place,

I believe one of the greatest jobs in the
United States is that of being United States
That is especially true if you rep-
resent & great State, Mf you don't owe &nhy
obligatlons to anybody but to the people,
where you ¢an say anything you want to and
and be entirely
I want the

press to Know that, and they are here, I

B:nator.

do anything you want to
heppy while you are doing 1t

e b

un~a~stand, tnlght, i< vonont T ITTIIL.

that

{ 4 Lok bl LErg el
L Ay e YREE 4. .

want them to tell the press in North Dakota
WiLLIasM LANGER spoke here tonight and

155

Upon these other accastons on which I
have appeared here in Carnegle Hall, I prom-
sed to put certain articles and legal Inatru-
ments into the CONGRESSIONAL Recomn. 1
placed, and maybe Mra. Sobeil will feel bet-
ter, 1 think, when I tell her, 1 placed the
willlam Peters case into the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD, and he wonh. And I put the Schnel-
der case into the RECORD, and he won, Of
course, you all know that great champion
of human rights here in New York City,
Carliss Lamont. I can't tell you the great
pleasure 1y gave me to rise on the Senate
floor at the time when he was cited for con-
tempt DY the McCarthy committee, to ap-
pear there and help Senator LeHMAN, of

your State, in that great fight we made to
keep Corliss Lamont from being cited. And
what particularly pleased me was that &

tew weeks later, we, S:mator Lesstan and I,

had the great pleasure of reading the deci~

slon of the couvt upah the Aoot of the Sen-
ate, saying that Corliss Lamont was not
guilty ol contempt.

When I became atiorney general of my
State, as Mrs, Sobell told you, 1 was only
& young fellow. 1 found 441 men (they
weren't all men; there were 7 women) 441
altogether, confined in the penitentiary. It
gave me & great deal of pieasure to have &
tnorough investigation made Of every case.
You would be interested to know that in
there we found 2 Negroes and you know
in North Dakota we oniy have a population
ot 208 Negroes aliogether, and so when I
found 2 of them in the penitentiary sen-
_tenced to life, Mr, Willlams and Mr. MeGee,
we spent 1400 sfEgot out the record and
got it before the pardon board. Then We
found out thet hoth those —aen_were absa-
jutely innocent and both of them WwWere dis-
ehatged. It is our bellef out there in North

Ve - !n.'-'—"
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that the prisoners were not treated In =
penitentiary. humane manper, with sufficlent food and

When I came to the Senste, I had had with all that goes with belng confined in &
varied experiences. One Wes as county st- penitentiary. ..

fhan hue' 1 innocent IAD sent to the

tleular lawsuit, nevertheless, subconsciously,
there in the back of his bead he's read thess
stories and he's heard this stull over the
radio. You ¢an't tell me that it haan't made
I belleve i were going to
bave the kind of fustics weTe no proud of
in the United Statea of America, the kind of
justice we shouid have, and the kind of jus-
tice that I belleve every member of the Sen-
ate Judiclary Commitiee wants, somehow or
other we've got to do something when & poar
{ch man either for that matter,
when any man is charged with a crime, so
that the newspapRers don't blazen & lot of
stuff that isn't true about that man or about
prejudice the community.

that you get & Ialr deal’ Now the Bobell

cpae 1 going 1o be up in the Gourt of AP~
peals. I waat you to rnow that just as soon
as that is disposed of, an!
time, we will do what we can down there In
Believe me, that body of Sena-

d also in the meéan-
an lmpression.

le weren’t interested encugh to

that woman, and
‘We have down

torney of & county, and as attorney general
of the State, and as governor. When I be- ALCATRAZ WORST PRISON that Senate.
came & United States Senator, 1 promptly Yet T can tell you this—of 31l the prisons tors is an honest group of men wha want to
proceeded to orgenize & comulttee on pa. 10 the United States, the worst helihole of all do what's right. When you know those mei,
ttonal penttentiaries. Nobody elst wanteq 1o Alcatrez. T have been therg time and when you know them s I know thern, you're
the job 50 they gave it to me. ¢ was the G288i0e T bhave made xeport after report ask- proud of them. Now some of the men may
cheirman of that committee [oT & great num= ing thet that prison be closed up. It was not agree with some of your views on some
ber of years, and when the Democrats gob established by Spain during the period of the matiers. A Senator may be in fayor of the
in—due to Warxg Monsz—I lost my cngir.  Spenish Inquisitlon over 400 years Ago. railvosds, but he's elected by the people and
manship and the result was 1 am only 1 of 3. There it 1s today, 12 acres, not enough land if the peop
out there to give exercise to the prisoners. elect somebody who had op posite views, cer=
PRISON CONDITIONS Former Attorney General Frank Mutphy tainly that Senator has a right to make his
made an investigation of Alcatraz and he yiews known to the country.

In these penitentiaries we nhave 21,600 in-
mates and most of these people haven't got

ATTORNEY GEMNERAL'S RESPONSIBHITY
I want you folks to know that the Judicl-
mmittee has this very much at heart—
this matter of convicting an inpocent person
before he's proven guilty, in the minds of
so that when you finally get &
e unconsclously pre

atives, and ihe so-called

iﬁommi::ded that it t;Me‘tt:.losesd. I'v;etaken there the cansers
& matter up as & United States nator tiberals, and I want to tell you tonight

judiced, with
the result that instead of having & fair trial
like our Constitution says every man of
woman should have, that Doan O Waoman
And I think that down there
{n Washington too we need leglslation—I
w law, but I mean an inter-
will say ta the Attorney

doesn't get 1t.

don't mean a nNe
prétation which

8 friend on garth. A lot of them gren’t as

lucky as Morton Sobell to bave a peautiful, tme and ume ageln, end Tm happy to in- there’s no distinctlon efther side of the aisle
‘Ane wifs who s loyal to him and anxious tg form you tonight that at last Jim Bennetl., between Democrats and Republicans be-
Lelp bim. You find guite the opposite in Director of Prisons of the United States Gov- cause we have liberals and conservatlv‘es on
‘some of these cases. As chalrman of that ernment, 1s also recommending that Alcatraz the Democratic side and liberats ahd con-
‘_comm.lttee and as & member of that com= be closed, closed forever in the United States servatives on the Rep ublican side. Happy to
mittee, 1 have jnvestigated many peniten- of America. say that down there some of my most liberal
tiaries in the United States of Amerles, every Being attorney general of & Stats iz a8 friends and some of the best men on that
Federal prison, ail 18 of ihem. and aleo the replica of being Attorney deneral of tbe Judiciary Committee, some of the men who
‘work farma, It {5 a very slmple procedure. Unlted States. The United States Attorney are just as much lnte;rested 11 Morton Sobell
Tou get up avout a o'clock in the morning General only operates on & larger scale than as I om myself, would gladly put their hands
‘and you go over to the penitentiary and ln. does the nttorney general of the State. I to tne PIOW. 10 help out to see that he gets

have always maintained that it's the duty of the justice 1o which he is entitled.

vestigate the food. ¥ou have a card of ad-
‘mittance and they can't keep you out, be-
‘cause you are elther the chairman OF & mem-
ber of this committee. We lnvestigatle L0 see
whether there's been any discrimination—
any racial discrimtnation. We investigate

the attorney general of the State to be just
as much interested in Seelng that no in-
nocent man is sent to 8 penitentiary, as itis
to see a guilty man sent there. As chalr-
man of the Judiciary Committee of the

to find out whether there has been & eXcess Uniled States Senate that was my object. down

of solitary confinement. We make a thor- 1¥'s hard to describe to you here tonight the State after State.

ough investigation to ascertain just exactly terrific power, the almost unbelicvable power., who w

how that penitentisry is run. And you thatls in the hands of the Attorney General wha will get hold of the press and gei them
xnow, my friends, upon my tombstone, it I of the Untted States of America. The entire to write up &

have notning else, I hope there will be some-  Pepartment of Justice is in his hands, the Sobell case, month after month after month
thing on there that will say that since the FBI, J. Edgar Hoover's department, 10.000 after month, and polson the Teellngs of the
organization of that commlites there has not  YOung men and some women who are work- people i that community pefare the man
been o single riot in ali the 11 years in any ing for them. You can readily understand ever comes to trial at @

Federal penitentlary, mot one. Gertalnly that when a prosecutor goes in convinced true, stories that mention people Who never
we people here in Amewp" run those thataman is guilty, what small chance that are called to testify when the trial ltseif
prizons in A humane manntr’and not run man has. I think it is just as much the duty tnkes place. They create a prejudiced at-
them the way Atlanta prison was run snortly of the FBI and the Attorney General 1o dig mosphere—my friend Waldo Frank referred
before thls committee was created. AllL the up the ather side of the guestion, ta the atmosphere in the courtroom. In
rlots that they have had io various States So it was when Mrs. Sobell camée to me in spite of the fact that & juror may be honest
(men have been killed, guards have pern  WrehieTitn in 1957 T salc to Bz TN and by LBt he s prejudiceu 0 tnat par-

“I am satisficd that the Attorney General 38705358605

killed, guards have been held as hoslages,
and milllons of dullars worth of praperty

of the United Siates, when the Judiciary

sy %, 8

General of the United States: We belleve 1t
{s just as much your duty to see to it thatan
jnnocent man is not sent to the penitentiary
as it 1s to send a guilty man therse-—Just as
much your duty 1o use all the services of the
F. B. 1., all the services of 8ll these other men
that you've got, to see tha
fs brought out, to see that no evidence s
suppressed and that the jury may have all
And so tonight, ladies and goentie-
men, T can't teli you how delighted I've been
1o have been invited here. I want you to
come forward, Mrs, Sobell.
Mrs. Sobell t@ stand at his slde.]

My iriends, I want you to know that I've
got four daughters just ahout the same age
as this young lady standing here heside me
tonighinadd L pledge you that everything I
can do as & member of the Judiclary Com-
mittee of the United States Senate will be
done (0 see LAKTTAr AUSDINA gets Jusuge.

PRE-TRIAL PUBLICITY
May 1 say, however, that there’s one thing
that I've discovered down there in Wash-
ington that 1 don't like—aand it ksn't only
there but I found that in State atter
You find & prosecutor
ants to make 8 record., a prosecutor

t all the evidance

tories, just itke they did in the

i1, stories that aren't
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Plan a Sobell Film Night

See and hear the SobeIl storv--told in more than
100 pictures--with a specially prepared narration.
Invite your friends to & showing of the new film
strip "Was Justice Done?"

See the new evidence, the Rosenbergs and Sobell,
the clemency appeals, the prosecutors, the defense
attorneys, the witnesSses, Americans speaking for
justice-—the entire story.

The arrangements are simple. It is easy_and__
inexpensive to rent a projector to show the film
strip, which 1is similar to slides. You project
the film on a home movie -screen, There is a dramatic
narration to be read while the pictureS'are-shown.

Here is your chance~-in a new and exciting
way-- to tell the ~facts and to raise funds for
Morton Sobell's legal and public appeals. The
Sobell Committee will jend the film strip to any
group having a gathering to raige funds for the
case., Write for your film strip and narration.
Schedule your Sobell film night jmmediately.

|

order from .
Sobell Committee, L0 Broadway,.New-Yark.lO,mN.Y.
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Committee To Secure Justice For Morton Sobell

940 BROADWAY (Entrance on 22nd Street) NEW YORK 10, N Y.

é Algonquin 4-9983

ad

A\

Nevember, 195f

Dear Friend:

To meet the many requests for information con-
cerning the latest developments {n the case of Morton
Sobell, we have published the enclosed newspaper. We
intend to distribute some 500,000 covles throughout
the country in the coming weeks.

Thanks to the sustained efforts of people who
want to see Jjustlce done, lorton sobell!s case is be-
fore the courts and pefore the bar of public opinion.
New evlidence is before the Appeals Court. Editorlisls
are being written. Letters to the ealtor are appearing
i newspapers. The Tacts are belng circulated. The
case is belng discussed by individuals and organizations.

We csll upon you atb this urgent moment tO provide
the necessary finsncisl essistence. Tlease contribute
as generously as you cen for Morton gobell 's legal snd
public apnesl s.

Sincerely yours,
e, Qb

Emily Alman
FOR THE COMNITTEE

Cormittee to Secure Justice
' for Morton Sobell
9%0 Brosdway, New York City

[}

1 am contributing & for Morton Sobell's
legal and publlc epreels.

Neme

Address

city ' State

————————

O -] o eun ™ 10 _.
R T W R e M BT

P R

N gy e

!:"_:";'E S

Wi

OTh e,




T
—— e 7 >

Published at Moun

@

MOUNT DORA TOPIC

t Dora, Florida, every Thursday

Paul H. Reese.
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.............. .. Publisher

NATIONAL AWARD WINNER
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THURSDAY, JULY 18, 1856

& (.ther” of modern Russia, surely it
orshif Jers to have to swallow,
The communists were having to
k. ould rock the world with the

k11owed horror to be masked behind
- For reasons not entirely
B ..ided fo make a clean breast of

realization
hocades, had been doubly hoodwinking a believing people, bad knowingly

By THE EDITOR ‘

Wh-n the Kiremlin began to dethrone the dead Stalin as the kindly

was a bitter pill for the dictator's

admit error—to a gigantic lie that
that communism, for several

2 benign smile,

fathomable, the heirs of Stalin’s throne
it. It's unlikely that they did so {o

¥:sm, for it has no soul. It's more
iely that they did so on a gamble
i a gin in the cold war, even
fisking the deris.on and scorn of
A1 05¢ ‘hey woull woo to their
Ak o,
M Were there such a guilt as this
h the ‘Jnited Siates were it. possi-
8 ie for some such great error as
M i2)inism to get its evil hold upon
h1.is rution—I feel confident that
he United States would purge itself
& ( the error. ] feel this with abiding
. K..ith, jor 1 know that Democracy
Boes huve a soul.
R And I believe that this mation is
. ounded on the principles of De-
M qcracy.
Wit this in mind, I cannot

[ unque stionably accept the verdict
of Judge Irving R. Kaufman of
the Southern District Court of
. wew York on the appeal of Morton
} Sobels from the confines of Al-
g catraz for a new trial on his con-
¥ vicliol as an atom spy.

-

b True, most pews accounts of the
B Sobell appeal brushed the matter
® o if a completely communist-in-
R pired, just as were the appeals
g or clamency of Juliug and FEthel
v Jtosenlierg brushed off.

% The Rosenbergs, you will remem-
i cr, were executed at Sing Sing
o & they proclaimed their innocence
B8 < ator: spies. Their execution was
J1:rotest :d oughout the world,
irom Yope Hus to suspected com-

M nunist symphthizers, .
M Morten Sobell was sentenced to
B0 yeirs in 'prison ag one of the
. Jiosenl :Tg “gpy ring.” He claims he
is innucent. A big, thick book en-
bl Litled {“The Judgement of Julius
i nd Eihel Rosenberg” claims he is

LIl i nnocent.

B 1 do not know where truth les—
W hether In the aotion of Judge
J {aufman- in brushing off the Sobeli
’ .ppeal, er whether within the pages

of thi boek. 1 know that Judge

2

¥ 1 oufnan—who presided, incidental-

v to cleanse the soul of commu- &

belief in what he terms American-
ism—the Americanism of truth,
honesty and justice. He said re-
cently, “Since, like our communist
opponents, we do not rewrite his-
tory or suppress news of the mis-
takes we make . .. " And he quotes
J. Edgar Hoover's statement as 2
guide for Americans: “We can suc-
cessfully defeat the communist at-
tempt to capture the United States
by fighting it with truth and jus-
tice . . . "

If this is truly the philosophy
of Judge Kaufman, then 1 believe
he should have granted Morton
Sobell m new trial, for then he
could have settled once and for all
the gquestion of whether or not
the United- States has made =2
grievous mistake.

I do not say that this govern-
ment has made such a mistake
concerning Morton Sobell—and, if
his were such, then a still more
horrible one concerning the Rosen-
bergs.

I only know that John Wexley's
“The Judgement of Julius and Ethel
Rosenberg"—fully documented, pre-
sumably completely authentic—
raises a tremendous question. Its
reading caused me sleepless nights,
and stirred an uncomiortable doubt.

I scanned the newspapers after
reading it to see what the govern-
ment was going to say about the
charges it made—for 1 felt they were
charges, with documentation, tl}at
could not be treated merely. with
silence. 1 saw no denials from Mr.
Hoogver, the Justice department, the

" prosecutors_in the case—including
one Roy Cohn, the attorney who
later became a pet of Joseph Mc-
Carthy and thoroughly discredited
for his dishonesty in trying to
gecure Army favors for his partner,
David Schine, and for faking photo-
graphs to embarrass Army brass.,

; iy, at the original trial, professes

§

Tae Committee to Secure Justice for Morton Sobell
940 Broadway, N. Y. C.

| reprinted as a public service by

AL 4.9983

1 saw no denials, but I began to
see reviews of the bovok—~Tteviews
from papers throughout the nation
and in Canada. One was written
by an old friend, Margot Jackson,
book critic for the Akron Beacdn
Journal. She, too, was wondering
where the denials were. The other
critics were asking, asking—demand-
ing.
Yurists, university professors,
thoughtful people everywhere be-
gan asking for more truth about
the Sobell case.

The only thing fhat happened

was that a congressional commit-
tee suddenly, and for no reasod

whatever, paraded two others con~
victed in the Rosenberg-Sobell
trials before them, and they made
dramatic, but pat, statements about

what a horrible thing they had
done in spying on their country.
Having read of these two people
—one a convicted perjurer—in the
Wexley book, their statements
before the committec—statements
brought forth with bo connection
whatsoever o any investigation
today—left me cold.

The commitiee, however, did not
summon Morton Sobell before it,
as they should have done if they
were completely honest.

What is Sobell’s contention of
innocence? John Wexley's book, in
what seems to be a painstaking
probe of the whole matter, contznds
that the major ecrime of Morton
Sobell was that he lost faith for a
time in his government. He admits
that he went to Mexico o get away
from what he felt was an atmos-
phere growing too much like Nazi
Germang's, but he did not “flee”
to Mexico. He went under hia own
name, with a passport, and with
his family, on an gnnounced vaca-
tion.

Wexley's account of his “kidnap-
ping” in Mexico makes hair-raising
reading. And his documentation of
that alleged forced return—so he
could be presented st the trial as
a “fleeing” spy—gives & lover of
;truth moments of discomfort that
had even physical repercussions.

Lack of proof of Sobell's link with
the Rosenberg’s, together with Wex-
ley's account of the kind of evidence
used against them, is soul-disturb~
ing.

As 1 say, I do not know where
truth lies. But I cannot brush the
whole mafér off as the very
biased news staries on {t brushed
it off. And I am not alone In this
feeling of discomfort—the New York
Times has been filled with letters
from such as Bertrand Russell in
England, thoughtiul people in
France, from others around the
nation which all raise that big
question:

“pid the United States make »
grievous mistake?”

The way to make certain is for
the appeal of Sobell in & higher
court to be granted, for a Demox-
racy tannot live with possible guilt
on ita soul concerning sny indiviy

dunl.
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Shaky F.'m'demi”;

WAS JUSTICE BONIT, by &

[Monthly Resiew Prowe, 216 pga, BERD .

This book in an analysis of Ghe

plicated record of the Ronvolry

The author is a law prodewsar 3

University of Chicage. and b g0

2l Lowysrny
He participaled, »y st pSMGrowg,
final stages of Ihe cpar,
that time, he 5333, 8 stody of Ser
had convinced him thet the
was based, atl the very beusl, @%
grounds.

Prof. Sharp’s mala

canviclion ol the
caused by the tenliyoomy
witnesses,  These wileemet
Rosenbergs’ alicged
according 1o Ms. Shsrn
caped prosecution of ged
parstively Lght sesirsqes
implicating them

-

The chiel supporting eondsaus Wb
certain hollowed ot tabie ohalh S8

o
satere of &
Lanie wole

Tee sveruty melhod requires

Gabrowsn and Tesiraing, but seme-

# prenegwtar will press his ad-

¢ % Do ohluscstion of the jury.
P mwpiter that praseculors
. hr snd Moy Cohn did 6o in

: SOE8 T einhers the cxecution of
B8 Taeelergs Teises, snew, questions
NG S Femawea sense Of capital

wetdgany, or even cool study
raisr doubts unfelt by
R e Wwese trial, this can be
te people already exe-
AT e reeerd raised doubls, a5 2
sl 5 N fart, ¥ reapectable quarters.
Rewang pleaded, ineffec-

shragncy.,
. Eharp’s book s fore-
A written by Harold Urey,
M Spmwed puglesr scientitt. Dr. Urey
prosests his fim bellef that
e Bewvaberts snd their alleged
whe i pow In prison, Mor-
were viciims of Injustice.
, We pemible valldity of this
i oughd ot aalely be assessed by
"-.f:z".ﬂ, ot bpding he present re-
wadept (irst undertaking the
3 dresry Lok of examining
gee of the record, as
pew evidence produced
wasl, Mr. Sharp performed
St Ineviiably he writes as
tother than ss 2 whally

(S

THOMAS H. ELIOT.
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une 23, 1956\ case, for the evidence glven by guilt — o% {?r that matter, of'
1 Gold and Eltcher, for {nstance.!the Rosenbergs’ —thatisof pri-
{s incredible on the face of Wimary concers, put the interests
and assumes an ever WOTse as-
pect in the Nght of the past of of American {air play. Mean-
these two witnesses. while, 1 venture 10 suggest that
anyone Who reads M. Wexley's
book with ap open mind, bear-
ing before him slways the au-

Th

ursday, J

1ADISON., wis..

'.-,"' Miin Ol‘ity Rosenbezg’(lfse Book
b ] R ‘ John Wexley Author
eport An Exhaustive Work

; =Y AUGUST PERLETR==

THE GUILT AND THE GUILTY:—In retrospect,

B Rosenbergs and Morton Sobell Taises some Prov
dmittedly partisan o

. Bcturbing questions. John wexley, whe js a
ritten an exhausiive book of sOMe

he side of the defense, has wrl
der the title of THE JUDGMENT OF

- + *
In the white beat of cold-warl
years’ prejudice. it was impos
sible to 100k upoR the case dis-
passionately. Time, however, and discounting pro-
has a way of setting all things portionately, {s lixely to come
way from these Dages djsagree-

into perspective, and it will un-|awe
ably disturbed.

pell casé into a
as the years
MENT oF JU

east, but also because the
nd Sobell was far too jnvolved in Communis
for the defendants.

d were of
ists] One of the puzzles of ouT time

F The posenbergs dea
to
federaliment ought ot to

the Commun

far mOre use !
B an tha Rosenbergs 8 ‘ve. Izmcé is the wiliingness of the
volv
gyurnment was t00 In N government to accept 8% pona|any longer Sobell
trial ap

im- :
t to DE A3 fide tbe testimo
{ leaders in variousi\

e of the puzzling as pell’
Rosenberg -

—

i is only on
pecls of the

e e

A nrincipats
I ne \witoesses.g
that#

vipiled to meet
of Americad jus-
vee.” MoT veT, peems ¢lear
\pat MortaD ell, sentenced\
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Committee To Secure Justice For Morton Sobell

940 BROADWAY (Enirance on 22nd Sireett NEW YORK 10, N. Y.

. Algonguin 4-9983
4

am—

November, 1956

Dear Friend:

To meet the many requests for tnformaticn con- T
cerning the latest developments in the case of Morton
Sobell, we have published the enclogsed newspaper. We
{intend to distribute some 500,000 coples throughout
the country in the coming weeks.

Thanks to the sustained efforts of people who
want to see justlce done, Morton Scbell's case is be-
fore the courts and before the bar of public opinion.
New evidence is before the Appesls Court. Editorisls
sre being wrltten. Letters to the editor are appearing
i, newspapers. The facts are being circulsted. The
case is being discussed by individuals and orgenizations.

We cell upon you et this urgent moment to provide
the necessary finencial assistance. Please contribute
as generously as you cean for Morton Sobell's legel snd
public appeals.

Sincerely yours,

Emily Alman
FOR THE COMMITTEE

--—---.----.—-.-——-_-n..-—-——a--—_———-—--..-—_—---——_—-——-——--—--

Cormlttee to Secure Justice
for Morton Sobell
Qho Broasdway, New York City

?

, 1 am contributing $ for Morton Sobell's
legal and publlc appeals.

Name

Address

City : State
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Appeal to the President

President Dwight D. Eisenhower
The White House
Washington, D. C.

Dear;g Mr. President:

It is because we share your deep concern for the '
spiritual health of our nation and for the vrinciples
of justice upon which it is founded that we address
ourselves to you concerning the case of Morton Sobell.

s S N R

‘orton Sobell, now in his sixth year of imprisonment o
and confined in Alcatraz, is seeking a new trial to :
reverse his 30-year sentence on a charge of “conspiracy
to commit espionage.” Both he and his defenders maintain
that he is innocent, Moreover, the trial record shows
that the judge in passing sentence stated: "The evidence
in the case did not point to any getivity on your
(Morton Sobell's) part in connection with the atomic

bomb project.”

panw o bem = w

We do not press upon you, Mr. President, the question
of Morton Sobellt's innocence or guilt--for we ourselves
are not of one mind on that issue, Our faith in our
democratic system of justice assures us that the truth
will ultimately be established.

We believe it is vital that our nation safeguard
jts security, but it is important that we do not permit
this concern to lead us astray from our traditions of
justice and humanity. In this light, we further believe
that Morton Sobell's continued imprisonment does not
gserve our nation's interest or security.

Therefore, most respectfully and earnestly, Mr.
President, we look to you to exercise your executive
authority either by asking the Attorney General to

_consent to a new trial for Yiorton Sobell or by the
' granting of Executive Pardon or Commutation. We take
the liberty of urging your personal attention to this

Name

Address
Gi%y State

4

‘[] My signature may be made public along with other
signers of the Appeal. e

ol




Lo A .- . . 4
. . . . L . - it b .
g ek f&af‘:“‘—-:ﬁ:"f;ﬂmwmdﬁ PRI SR TSSO ST SN
s B bl g ta - . T . - -]
- : : - , PN g

R LY

...

o-=

$ . DDTTIONAL SIGNERS WHO JOINED THE APPEAL TO THE PRESIDENT

M oobbhi Zvi Anderman of New York :
& Emily G. Balch, Nobel Prize Winner of Wellesley, Mass.
frabbi Ben Zion Bergman of the Burbank Jewish Community Center

®~abbi Samuel Bernstein of New York

WITHIN THE LAST FEW DAYS

[P ST S PR S AR T L

in Burbank, Calif,

Rev., Henry Hitt Crane of the Central Methodist Church in Detroit
bror. Thomas I. Emerson of Yale Law School in New Haven, Conn.

iRabhi Benjamin Englander, Cong.B'nai Israel, Irvington, N.J.

nabhi Seymour Freedman of Buffalo, N.Y.
Jary H. Gleason, Hull House, Chicago, I1l.

B abli Daniel Goldberg of New York

nabti Jacob Goldberg of New York

§1abti Sidney Greemberg, Temple Sinai, Philadelphia, Pa.
Rabbi Louis D. Gross of New York
R udge Norval K. Harris of Sullivan, Ind.

Sr. Eustace Haydon, Prof.Emeritus of University of Chicago,Chicago

B 2cv. J. Kenneth Pfohl of Winston-Salem, N.C.

L]
8"
-

W /illian Appleman Williams, historian, Eugene, Oregon

>rofs H.H. Wilsnn of Princeton University, Princeton, N.J.




.
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e among those who have signed the Appeal to

At

following persons ar
President.

g -: Affiliations are for jdentification only.

. David Andrews, Greensboro, N. C.

d Roland H. Bainton, Yale Divinity School, New Haven, Conn.
¥ “William Baird, Essex Community Church, Chicago, 111.

o Harold J. Bass, The Church for Today, Taccma, Wash.

. Reginald H. Bass, Community Church, Brooklyn, N.Y.

® - lMarston Beardsley, Los Angeles, Calif.

Leo Bigelman, Los Angeles, Calif.

B-ie F., Binford, Hull House, Chicago, I11.

-, DavidjBlackwell, University of California, Berkeley, Calif.
-, Derk Podde, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pa.

& . Murray Branch, Moorehouse College, Atlanta, Ga.

gort L. Brook, Attorney, los Angeles, Calif. :

k- :nton J. Carlson, University of Chicago, Chicago, Ill.

83 Franklin Cohn, Los Angeles, Calif.

B Ephraim Cross, City College, MNew York, N.Y.

p¥ . RBorris Cunningham,  University of California, Berkeley, Calif.
Xor Javis, Commentator, Washington, D.C.,

nk C, Davis, Psychologist, Beverly Hills, Calif.

¥ othy Day, Editor Catholic Worker, New York, N.Y.

.5 Julian P. Feibelman, Temple Sinai, New Orleans, La.

B ), Field, Guilford College, N.C. :

¥ F. Finerty, Attorney in the Sacco-Vanzetti and Mooney-Billings
; ' cases, New York, N. Y.

Y 40 Frank, Author, Truro, Mass. :
=} g illan Frankel, Attorney, Los Angeles, Calif.

. i TR T~ opvert Frve, Synod of New York, Syracuse, N.Y.

o el Ceismar, Literary Critic, Harrison, N.Y.

K - “1'rwin R. Goodenough, Yale University, New Haven, Conn.

boi llarry Halpern, East Midwood Jewish Center, Brooklyn,N.Y.

B 1iar: Harrison, Publisher and Editor Boston Chronicle, Boston,Mass.
~, John Paul Jones, Union Presbyterian Church of Bay Ridge,Bklyn,N.Y.
B, Isaac Kolthoff, University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, Minn.

%', l'uehne, Prof. Emeritus, University of Texas, Austin, Texas

k. John Howland Lathrop, Unitarian Church, Brooklyn, N.Y.

W Norman Lavet, North Holywood, Calif.

8 Pavl L. Lehmann, Director of Graduate Studies, Princeton

I Theological Seminary, Princeton, N.de.

Poi Rugene J. Lipman, New York, N.Y.

Mi-ton Z. London, Los Angeles, Calif.

8 £ nard M. Loomer, Divinity School of the University of Chicago,
% Chicago, Ill.

"1 'S o] Marshall, Attorney, Los Angeles, Calif.
Calif.

.

. Achie Matson, Broadway Methodist Church, Glendale,
' Lec: Mayer, Wew York, w.Y.

- R s }icCabe, Attorney, Philadelphia, Pa.

N 3 . S:dney G. Menk, University Heights Presbyterian C
1 i Uri Miller, Baltimore, Md.

8. s lumford, Author, Amenia, N.Y.

- B, Gardner Murphy, Menninger Foundation, Topeka, Kansas
-, G Scott Nearing, Camp Rosier, Maine

M:e Fatrick H. O'Brien, Detroit, Mich.

. Victpr Pashkis, Columbia University, New York, N.Y,
: .S lirus Pauling, Nobel Prize Scientist, Pasadena, Calif.
;. . " Alexander E. Pennes, Los Angeles, Calif.

. fesharc W, Petherbridge, Attorney, El Centre, Calif.

o M. Dreyden L. Phelps, Fellowship Church, Berkeley, Calif.
TN Irving E. Putnam, Methodist Church, Minneapolis,Minn, '

T Qoi Emanuel Rackman, Congregation Shaarey Tefila, New York, N.Y.

g . Anatol Rappaport, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Mich.
B% . Cscar K. Rice, University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, N.C.
i Lavid S. Shapiro, Congregation Anshe Sfard, M4lwaukee, Wis.
;. Malcolm Sharp, University of Chicago Law School, Chicago, Ill.
®-aret T, Simkin, Los Angeles, Calif.,

;qe Edward P. Totten, Santa Ana, Calif, .

) Harold C. Urey, Scientist and Nobel Prize Winner, Chicago, Ill.
5hi Jacob J. Weinstein, KAM Temple, Chicago, I11. - . R
Fraik Weymouth, Los Angeles, Calif. ' v

hurch, New York,NY

g -
[ 104

}o. Francis D. Wormuth, University of Utah, Salt Lake City, Utahe i
' S
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Mrs. Morton Sobell 30 Charlton Street New York 14, N.Y.
=

ot N % January, 1957

Dear Friend:

. As the wife of Morton Sobell and on behalf of his mother too
B T ask that you take a few minutes of your time to look at my
B3 husband's case. His conviction upon the testimony of one tainted
A witness and his sentence of 30 years imprisonment have caused

“t Ik great concern and uneasiness.

* In the past few months a number of eminent Americans have
S B signed the enclosed appeal for a new trial or freedom for my
- ¥ huoband. I hope that after you have looked at the facts, you
’ & i1l want to join with Elmer Davis, Dr. Harold C. Urey, Lewis
- ¢ S liunford, Rabbis Uri Miller of Baltimore, Jacob J. Weinstein of
., 'e®: Ch:.cago, Emanuel Rackman, Eugene J. Lipman and Harry Halpern
B¢ of New York, Rev. John Paul Jones of New York, Dr. Roland
k 11, .Bainton of Yale Divinity School, Dr. Paul L. Lehmann of
R Princeton Theological Seminary, Judge Patrick H. O'Brien,
i and many other persons of prominence.

- Throughout history the Jewish people and their spokesmen
¥ nave always championed the cause of truth and justice not only
R for their own, but for all people. They have never closed
their eyes or hearts or minds to the sufferings of their

I brethers.

Recently I visited my husband in Alcatraz. 1t is en-
couvraging to be able to tell you that these years of suffering
} have not broken his spirit, that he still holds fast to his
§ faith in American justice. We are given strength by the
¥ kncwledge that so many believe in us and are helping us in
R this ordeal. ’ o _ .

< |

’ AL i
-Frll - )
F1 ' ““

0] " v

. I know my husband to be innocent, and have confidence
¥ that the truth will be proved. However, the years pass bY.
¢ This is the seventh year of my husband's imprisonment., Your
% voice added to these others can save some of the years of
S cur youth for us.

i On Washingtonts birthday Senator William Langer will

B addres§ a gathering in Los Angeles on behalf of my husband.
B T willirelease at that time the names of all who are

8y pernitting thelir signatures to be made public. Please help
EP me L f you possibly cane.

1
»

1 i
- b

“ i'_!'-'{'k
.

Very sincerely yours,

/M/TA '/.(ﬁ'/‘w )

(Mrs. Morton Sobell)
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cuxre pustice fay torten Scroell

=t' on.al uc...,.i.ttee to Se
1) -=0383

J O’J‘-sr'th Avao; 1‘3" lcr}. 18. I

-

September 22, 1855,

hx.\"exley é 'Tre -.uc;gment of | ulius anc Dthel Rosenberg" 1s anp Yistoriesl
1t \;ﬂ{}'}:qh not only co'npletely decclishes the case ogainst the Rosenkergs
nd4..orton ‘cu’c rem:.ns 2 classical sxposition of the ana-tory of frareup
ifor a.11 t:.rr.e.. -2t i.s a boolc wh..ch ghould anZ rust be in the hands pac wirds
of housands ef Amerioans. . -

freec a defenc “ant in "ayton, Chio,

Alr ady, 'I:his 'boo-c, placed i.r' evic.ence,
jyro haa been “4ndicted for pergury ty & Fideral Zrand Jury, as @ result pf the

pergured testmo‘,y of Tarry. Gold, & witness against tre “o entergs anc Schell.
.Ai‘ter th.e questlom.ng of. old from the facts i 0T exley's hee:, the Federal
considered Golu 8 testxr.c“.y as incred:.ble an? reaecteu e

rlace iz the ha"lcs of infiuvcstial

'\Arv'e you to buy t‘ha book and be others to
'.'hose knc‘ﬂec. e cf the facts can be help“ul in res’ccrln torton Sobell

él*'hful place 1:1 =oclf.t_, .

sk you t9 pa.rt:.cmate \ith us 111 our ."-ssen‘aly fer Uustlca at Carves ie vall,
: m'ber 29%h, T -This gatherinz revreserts the maticnal issuve
Jh ch’ tl'e Sobell case 15.. Among “the s;aa’.,ers are inited Stit-5 Scenater

ii li.am Lgn-rer- "the ou:tst‘..nuing “novelist anc essa.y:.st ‘3lco srank; John Feo
"Fi erty, ‘the legal” c.ei‘emer of Sacco and uanzett:. end }o..; -“cener, anc a wewher
of fthe hoara of “the: American a:.vu.l Liber*:.:.es iaion; anc tarrel -, Pillings, the
coraefanda.nt "':.'t.'n Tom"' cone", '.I.a.ter pa.rao'ieu by Go*ernor ulson of California.

i

Aaads

Tikkets a.re available a.t 1.25. --e hove +o see you there.

and ¢ 003 Jera.t* on.

r

¥

"1ncerely. T

’C{&*u vy /ﬂ( (wft’zr

Aaron oc‘me jcer
T

FCD . _J.Cn CC... &-..‘.‘3:"‘!
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In Alcatraz
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in A‘Ilcatnaz m hls blxth year of 1mpu~.
r;ipen‘ The charge \\db consplracs to

nimmi'l esplonage. Mmton Sobell has
: 1

\lamtamed hls abaolute umocence flom
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¥
? H.uold C U:ey,' dtOHHC acxentht
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‘r?plet Iy out of ]me w:th dl]\ evulence
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;5.a'

'!“ ropg- dom’g,: ‘

R

\\hlch the gmu nment

: 't--

ve;l to p:esent“ln fact I do not

l:il .of '\Io: t(m Sobel!

L!).

_1‘nlden atmo.;phe:e m u bu,h the

“ ds htdg(‘d

&

«} of the (lefemlants uas tdken fm

+
/. 3
't !

-

n tul hom the momf.nt thq “ue ar- .

he mghtm‘ue of feai dml Hu'-spl-

L

h wis p.ut of thc h\stelm of

?‘r, .

. j)_.e “

'f;' e ‘md at pedce S0 long as Ame1-

11 to nght thl'w glcat \nong to
1 S be“

o

Mm't'c:n Sobel] an Amencan -.clentlat'

da\. of his due:,t ‘as, dld ]’llb co- defend- '
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ASSEMBLY

for JUSTICE

For Morton Sobell
CARNEGIE HALL

September 29th, 1955

at8p.m
'.
®

.
1
|

1

Among the speakers are:
WILLIAM LANGER

- United States Senator

WALDO FRANK

Novellst and Essaylst

JOHN F. FINEHTY

‘Enunent Attorney
Defender of Sacco and Vanzetti

W;ARREN»I( BILLINGS

Co- Defendant in Moortey Case

-

=
5
?
3

, _\Ticket's.at $1 25 may be obtained

at the box office or at

New York Committee for Justice for Morton Sobeli
1050 Slxth Avenue * New York 18 N. Y.

lﬂngacre 4-9585
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COMMITTEE TO SECURE JUSTICE FOR MORTON SOBELL
940 Broadway, New York 10, N. Y. o AL 4.9983

From the desk of: Ted Jacobs

iROSECUTION CHAFZED WITH KNOWIMG USE CF PLRJUTY
i1 LEGaAL 10TICH ASKILG RELEAST OF I{ORTON SOBZLL

i:otion Cites Froof Prosecutio:n Ahdvct=d Bobell
Tn Violation of U.S., lestican, and Internstiional Law,
Giving False Impression of Sobell as Fugitive

that
W2 YORZ, May 6--a legal motlon asking/Horton Sobell be freed,

o

R e 1,

f.~ tiat a new trial be granted, waé £iled today in U.S. Fecderal Court

. .

on crounds that tne prosecution wknowingly , willfully and intentionally"

t'_)*
. cei felse and rerjurious testimony, mace fzlse representations to the

@.ou;t, and suppressed evidence that would have contradicted the

syrosecutlon.
Sobell, now imprisoned in Alecatraz, was convicted in the
b::05¢ noerg trisl of %consniracy to commlt esplonage" anc condemned %o

-0 vegrs. He ssserts nls innocence. The motlon irn nls behalf was

?filea by thae firm of Donner, Kinoy and Perlin, 342 HMadlson AvVenue,

e Yooln 01ty, and Zenjamin Dreyfus, 57 Post 5treet, San Franclsco.

wha detition charges that:

1. Mhe prosecution celiberately planned and participated in

R LE

he shauction of gotall anl his wife and cihildren from ijexico City,
e reDy giving the erroneous imnreseion of Sobell as a fugitlve.

taning part in the abcuction, the motion said, were secret police

R zerts of Hexico City, agents of the 7.B.I. and the U.S. Embassy in

fex.en Gity. The HMexican government had no knowle

gistered by the

. ;
sl osan Loonggy in Weshington. The motion sald the prosau tion was

yups e thah the abduction aad F.B.I. intovvention in Mexico violated

f e aytional law and treaties as well as the lawe of the U.8, and

textan. Tas kiGrappinyg, the motion sald, sorved to prevent Sobell

rop. returning voluntarily to the United States and thereby felsely
; ' |

worfrayed nin as e fugltive.
3 o. The prosecution, knowing that Sobell had in fact been

» ey T 3

dge of thls aét}”fhérﬂﬂ-

P - ctod, presented folse testimons and evidence in the trial purporting

ooy T

O S L S B Y

-
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show that he had been deported frou Mexico by the Mexican government."i?

orneys for Sobell presented & photostatic copy of a certified

ftement from the lexican Department of Immigration at Nuevo Laredo,

that Sobell was not deported as the prosecution had eclaimed. “;A

¥ co,
3. The prosecution, further creating the impreésion of flight,

B c false representations to the court by saying that Sobell had gone

8 .xico without & visa. Attorneys for Sobell submitted evidence that

recorgf of the Denartment of Imnmigration of llexico 1ist the date

E Sobellfls lawful entry with his wife and children and iigt his visa

B o as 70538.

4. The prosecutlion used unlawful searci end selzure &as a

F.ns of suppressing evidcence that would have helped Sobell establish

Anong ¢ocuments selzed were Sobell's tour +ist card

¥ innocence.
ate obtained

W co) showing lawful entry, end his vaccination certific

jlpremaration for his return to the United gtates. Sobell's attorneys

gonitted Sobell's receint for custom declaratlon, alrline ticket,

-f_th certificate, driver's license, social security card and rent

lcelts under nls name--gll of wviaieh had been selized, oepr1v1nﬂ Sobell

B the opportunity to show he was in Mexico and in open, normal and

h-ful manner. The motion sald & number of these ltemns {since returned)

y~r the notation *I.I.S., 8/1.8/50", indicating thelr delivery to F.B.I.

%< I. Shroder, who was present when Sobell was taken across the border.

The motion quoted court gtotements by prosecutors Irving Saypol

4 Roy Cohn that Sobell had been deported, and quoted a court ruling

.

serieoring the importance of the alleged deportation in influencing

g jary. Only one wltness, a known perjurer, had accused Sobell of

in, part of the allezed consplracy, and the cleim of f£light wes

T et TN TR

edel to make his teatimony believable ani further serve as allegsd

8 50f of his membership in a conspiracy, the motion said.

4t one point, Prugeoutor saypel, Ain answer to an affidavit

'1ch Sobell had submitted, told the court: "This very affidavit

was exhibited amohgst

‘ntqins a rfalsehood in the statement that there
Counsel ouzht to knovw

'ne; thines to the Hdexican authorities viaas.

.-+ his client never went to Hexico with a visa...The whole affidavit

'ortfays certainly that thls defendant was nov honorably easgerted from

§-zico but that literally he was kicked out as a Geportee. ¥

{  The prosecutlon introduced as evidence a card marked tdeported

b o liexico® end to support t1is contention produced es & ltness

pmes S. Husiine, U.S. immlgration inspector at Laredo, Texag. The
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€ todey charged that both the cerd and Huggins' testimony were

b

The motion stated that both Saypol and cohn had DYeen to

£ o on the Sobell case; a U.S. azent came to the building in which
F 1 lived to inquire about him on the day of the abduction; Mekican
K- ¢ wolice azents told the domestlo worker at the Sobell apartment
'ithey vere acting under direction of U.S5. authorltles; some of the
b ~inss #elzed Trom the Sobell apartment vere talen to the U.S.

; sy, vhere interrogations concerning the case also took place;

H&g the trip ffom ilexico City to the boiXer the Mexican secret

; e made repeated telephone reports to the U.S. authorities; the
;;ration authorities on the U.3. side of the border were alerted to
?kve Sobell; F.3.I. agents John il. Lewis, Rex I. Shroder, ené Leo H.
fwin had been dispatched to Laredo to receive Sobell, tosether with
.‘Taylor, the F.Z.X. agent stationed in Laredo; and the F.B.1I.

i,

}ned the assistance of a doector, as well as a matron to attend the

Q1 ciildren, the doctor and matron being present when Sobell,

:ely'beaten, was talken to the border at 3:45 a.n.

Irn summarizing the lmportance of the accusations, the motion

[}

rrie prosecution in the course of the trial introduced evidence

f:ove that petitioner (Sobell) was denorted by the Governnent of

L]

-

REo. The testimony in support of this contention was perjurious;
féocumentary evidence tendered in support thereof was false. Tiis
3 ovidence was essential to the prosecution's entire case against

B sicter. The prosecution, knowing this evidence to be false and

L T

Brions, willfully and intentiocnally used it to the prejudice of

B ioner, thereby denying him his constitutional right to a falr
B it

"he mttorneys for Sobell asked that there be a hearing on the

B, Lnd!that Sobell be brought here from Alcatraz for the hearing.
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COMMITTEE TO aECURE JUST ICE FOR MORTON SOBELL
g 105 W YSTR” .0 4-9585

' PRESS RELEASE

FOR_IMMEDIATE REIEASE

nTEN SOBELL WINS RIGHT TO SPELK AT MINNESOTA Us

g - 00 AT AND AND 30 SIGN TRLEGRAM TO BENNETT

Dean Glves in to Student Demands to hear Mrs. Sobell

MINNEAPOLIS--Helen Sobell, wife of jmprisoned scientist Morton

# Sobell, spoke at the University of t4rmmesota on Friday (Dec. 3)

S ofter a campus controvetsy ovet whether or not the university would

¥ nermit her to appear.

A crowd of 200 turned out to hear Nrs. Sobell tell the facts

B in 1er husband's case, and when the meeting was over, 30 persons

k in -he zudience signed a telegram requesting Prison Director James

V. 3ennett to transfer Morton Sobell from Alcatraz.

The story of l'rs. Sobell's visit was front page news foOr several
g days running in the Minnesota Daily, campus newspaper with the
The newspaper

The

.ilargest circulation of the nation's college dallles.
| gave 1ts editorial support to lrs. Sobell's rlght to speak.
f meesing at which she spoke was sponsored by the campus Socislist Club.
~ Before the meeting, Mrs. Sobell held a press conference which
,’was attended by reporters from the city newspapers in Minnespolis,

‘;as ‘9e1]l as college reporters.

: Iast Thursday the Senate Committee on Student Affairs recommends’
:'that Mrs. Sobell be allowed to speak. It was then up to Dean E. G.
i,Willia1son to give his approval. On Thursday’the Deen gaid in a
.ﬁwri;teh statemenfs ’

i "§With some reluctance, I am epproving the request of the
Soclalist Club to present Mrs. Helen Sobell as a speaker for their
® Friday meeting in line with yesterday's recommendation of the §CS4a
"(Sehate Committee). I em sorry I was unsble to attend the meeting
; of %he committee and explain that I continue to experience difficulty
: 1n;see1ng that this speaker's topic provides opportunity for our

b ctudents to learn some new slants on some national issue.

.
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wTt seemed to me to be a personal cause that may have 1little
educational value for us unless the speaker uses her opportunity
to exvlain some alleged weakness in our system of Justice or

security, or something else of great slgnificance to all of us

at the University." ' |
_ The editorial published in the Minnesota Daily read as ;
folibws:

We don't like martyrs. We want no 6ne to be made 8 hero
because they weren't allowed to appear on campus. Therefore, we
welcome Dean Willlamson's decision, and the senate copmittee on
student affairs recommendation that Mrs., Sobell be allowed to
speak here tomorrow.

e want no opportunities for anyone to say the University
31s infringing on the American traditions of free speech or assembly

The dean indicates he has doubts about the educational value of

.Mrs. Sobell's speech, that she is here speaking for a 'personal

cause.' Yet her personal czsuse, as outlined to us in a memo
circulated by the student activities bureaun, 1s one concerning
basic American rights; fair trial and penalty fitting the crime.
“Nrs. Sobell feels these rights were violated under the
American judicisl system. She has & right to be heard.
ngocialist club will be the loser if Mrs. Sobell's speech is

.merely a personal harangue. Responsible people have urged thet she

'be allowed to speak here. The dean has passed on the cludb's

request to sponsor her.,

wshe has been given the opportunity to be heard by University

people. She and her sponsor now have the o'bligation to see thet ..
o ;\
thf talk is worthwhile." y ' ‘Q 5

1 Following her meeting in Minnesota, Mrs. Sobell left on a 3*""i
trip to San Francisco, where she will visit her husbend in Alcatraz .

Morton Sobell, who has steadfastly maintslned his innocence of

' the conspiracy to commit espionage charge on which he was con- R

victed in the Rosenberg trisl, 1s now in his £ifth year of priscn.

11
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What John-Wexley's Book Jullus and Ethel
Can Do for America...

. @ It will help free Morton Sobell from the living RO Senb erg *—_‘::z

death of Alcatraz. where he is completing the 5th

vear of the 30-yvear sentence pronounced by Judge
Kaufman. by JOhn wex.ley :_. el

e It will help make known the truth about the most
important political trial of our generation and
vindicate the Ro-enbergﬁ

¢ It will help restore America to the path of reason
and justice by illuminating the entire era of false
witnesses and fraudulent trials.

We ask vou not only to BUY this book
.. We ask vou to SELL It!

THE JUDGMENT OF JULIUS AND ETHEL ROSENBERG i35 not only
exciting reading. but also MUST reading for vou, for each of
your acquaintances. and for important leaders in your com-
munity. So that millions of people may learn the facts revealed
in this book. everyone with a passion for justice must become
a distributor of this giant among books.

HOW MANY COPIES WILL YOU ORDER TODAY?

SOBELL COMMITTEE
Room 2
1050 Sixth Ave.
New York City 18, N. Y.
Please send me———copies of (The Judgment of Julius and
Ethel Rosenberg). Enclosed find $—— ——.
Price: $6 plus 25 cents postage.

Naome—
Address
City.
Ante: (Chocka mav he made navable to the SORELL COMMITTEF or to




THE JUDGMENT OF

D E1HEL RUSENBERG,

pubh\hcd by Cameron and Kihn,

will surely be considered the clas-

sie. definitive work on the world-

important case with which it
deals,

Author John Wexlev, in relent-
lessty lirul.‘ing. the Rozenberg- : ‘ ‘
Sobell case. has interviewed JOUN WEXLEY
seores of participants, traveled
the sunie routes which the key prosecution witnesses said they
traveled, and checked e double shecked every aspect of their
stories. He has sifted the personalities and peychological moti-
viations of every major character, As aoresult, he has uncoveral
important new evidenee ol Traud and perjury in the prosecu-
tion's case against the Rosenbergs and Morton Sobell.

He has woven all this together with painstaking documen-
tation, dramatic impact and suspense. Mr. Wexley writes with
the combined qualitics «f o dramatist, a legal authority, an
historian, a political analyst, a psychologist, and an expert
investigator.

John Wexley's whole creative life wias a preparation for this
book. for he has always bheen profoundly concerned with the
problems of justice. His first play, THE LAST MILE, o stady of
capital punishment, had a foreword by Warden Lawes of Sing
Sing attesting to itz authenticity and significanee. His play,
THEY SHALL NOT ME. dramatized the Scottsbore frame-up. As
asuthor of the sereen play, CONPESSIONS OF A NAZL 5PY, he inves-
tigated methods of espionage.

THE JUDGMENT OF JULIUS AND ETIEL ROSENBERG ix a brilliant
analvsis of the case and a meaningful reflection of vur times

which generations of readers and scholars will turn to in vears
to come,

Ve, g g o eP gl s ¥t
N ' . ’ S, VP .

The author has written this book =0 that every reader will be
in a pozition to anadyze and evaluate the evidenee and thus
assume the role of a juror in the case. The reader-juror will
ind answers o such yuestions as the folleR R

® What pressures ami fears drove abrother tase ad his own sister
1o her death, aid made iman send his hest friend. Muorton Jobell,
to a livings death of 20 vears in Avalraz?

What werr the pathological phantasices admitted at o previous
trial by Harry Golid which were never revedlvd to the Rosen-
bery jury?

Why has the goeneral public been led to acer il the authenticvity
of e, Klais Fuchs as the Toremost atemic spy, solely on his own
confession- that of a self-styled “controlled schizophrenic™?

How was the puilt-byoassoviation evidence of the ubiguitous
Elizabeth Bentley utilized to provide political “motive” even
thouph it never eonnected the Rosenberys and Sobell with the
crimes charged ?

Why was testimony admitte d e evidenee apainst the Rosenbergs
frem o photogreapher whe was later expesed s a perjurer in i
sworn aitidavit by an FII aprent?

What were the roles of Prosecutor Savpol amd his “confidential
assistant,” Koy M. Cohn, and what went on before the trial
between the prosecution med the attorney for the principal gov-
erament witnesses?

How did Crited States otheials illegally avrange for Mosican
“deportation” of Marton Sobell?

Why did the Columbia Law Review state that “the rights of
the, Rosenbergs did not receive the precise and extensive con-
sideration that must chavacterize the wdministeation of the
criminal law™?

And why did Justice Buge Black dechire that the Sopreme
Court of the United States bid “never reviewed the record of

this trial and therefore never aflirmed the fairness of this
trinl”?
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PREPARED FOR THE NATIONAL CONFERLNCE T
OF ROSENBERG~SOBLLL COMMITTEES B
IN CHICAGG, 0OCT, 1¢=-11 1953
BY PROFESSOR STEPHEN LOVE

ANALYSIS OF CASE AGAINST MORTON S0BELL

The thirty year sentence imposed upon MORTON SOBELL is
a blight upon the reputation of American justice, The sentence
is unprecedented in its severity; it has no justifiecation in
the evidence; 1t 1s obviously the product of hysteria rather
f than representing a calm reasoned conclusion; 1t has arroused the
protei{ of well-intentioned people the world over,
L

: : Despite the characterization of MORTCN SOBELL as a
g “traitor" or as an "atomic spy", the record in his case 1s entirely
[¥ devoid of any evidence which would justify either appellation,
g SOFELL was neither indicted or tried for treason, The Federal
¥ Corstitution requires that treason be proven by the testimony of

[ twc witnesses to the same overt act, Since no one - not a single
person -~ testified that SOBELL gave any information to any
rerresentative of any foreign power, the charge of treason was
% out of the question,

. The defendant was indicted under a fairly recent Federal
p statute; the indictment under which he was tried jointly with
JULIUS and ETHEL ROSENBERG - which indictment was filed January

g 31, 1951 - charged them with having conspired with ANATOLI A.

§ YAKOVLEV, DAVID GREENGLASS, RUTH GREZENGLASS and HARRY GOLD (the
 last two of whom were not indicted), to deliver to a foreign

iy sovernment, the Soviet Union, between June 6, 1944, and June 16,

t 1955, while the United States was at war, certain documents,

B writings, sketches, notes and information relating to the national
f defense of the United States, with intent and reason to believe

1% would be used to the advantage of the Soviet Union; there was
no charge that the same would be harmful to the United States,

Upon motion of counsel for SOBxLL, the iinited States

b was compelled to file a list of the overt acts chargeable against
| SOBELL, vhich 1ist consisted of nothing but a 1list of five con-

§ versations between SOBELL and JULINS ROSIUERG between January,
11946, and May, 1948,

2 At the outset, it may be stated without fear of contra-
dic ion that despite the fact that the gravamen of the indictment
#v2s the delivery of documents, writings, sketches, notes and
gdinformation relating to our national defense, nevertheless, not a
Rsingle witness testified, nor was their a scrap of paper, to the
Bjeffect that SCBELL had delivered anything to anybody at any tims
Wrelating to our national defense, As a matter of fact, with the
pgcxception of the witnesses who testified to SOBELL'S alleged
L 11¢ht to liexico, there were but two witnesses who even mentioned
-he nane of SOBLLL, namely, MAX ELITCHER and VWILLIAM DANZIGER,

However, even the characterization of DANZIGER as a
§itness against Sobell is an act of supererogation, since his
Wnly testimony was that he and SOBELL had attended highschool

@ ogether, had graduated from the same class of the College of the Cy
k0T New York in June, 1938, had thereafter also worked together

¢ Or ‘some years at the Bureau of Ordnance of the ijavy Department

in Washington; that DANZIGER visited SOBELL at his home in
lusaing, Long Island, in May, 1950, when he told SOBELL that he
B2s in the electrical business and had asked SOBELL for the
jgddress of JULIUS ROSLNSERG, who, as Sobell told him, was in the

g achine shop business, it belng the witness' idea that he might
eive ROSENBERG some machine shop work, The witness also testified
hat' SOBELL told him that he was leaving for a vacation in
foxilo in June, 1950, and when the wibness came to his home, the
pOBE..L family was packing to leave and were going to Kexico City,
Fe a.so testified that some time later, he received a letter from
POBELL from Mexico City, the return address on which was k., SCWELL,
g ie .etter containing a letter to be forwarded to his fister-in-

faw and to his parents. The return esddress on this letter belng
@ nati of M. LEVITOV, |
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' Despite the fact that the defendants were not indicted on the
B---c of being Communists, nor on the charge of treason, the United R
@ tes Attorney, in his very opening statement (p. 182) introduced the A
frge that the loyaity and allegiance of the defendants "were not to -
B country, but that it was to Communism. Communism in this country
}: Comminism throughout the world", and referreé¢ to them as "trait-
Kous Americans® (p. 182), guilty of "traitorous activities" and
. casonable acts"., Remember, please, that none of the defendants

% been indicted on the charge of treason,

When the defendants objected to the introduction of the element
Commun}sm, upon the ground that the defendants were not on trial
¥ beingfiCommunists, the trial Judge held that the inquiry was proper
@ coing to the motive of the defendants to commit the acts charged
®-inst thems the United States Circuit Court of Appeals held that he
M correct in that ruling. The trial judge went on to caution the
b-ors that they were "not to determine the guilt or innocence of a
fendant on whether or not he is a Communist™., I submit that such a
& foramance by a trial judge may be legally sound but in the long run
¥ one of those amiable hypocracies of the law. It represents one of
seralas which the law feels necessary but which the seeker for
-tice finds practical rather than just. In these days, repeatedly
R call a defendant in a criminal case a Communist and then expect him
) set a fair trial before 2 jury simply because the trial Jjudge directs
B jury to disregard thati charge i1s naive, if not directly insincere,
£ warning to the jury to disregard a particular charge 1s, as stated
RNno less a personage than Mr, Justice Jackson of the Supreme Court,
PKrulewitch v. United States, 336 U.S., 440, (1,1650) but “an empty
Pual without any practical effect on the jurors”. It 1s largely on
RO bﬁJis of such repeated "“empty rituals" that the defendants now face
b chair, ~

i mhe trial proceeded in the atmosphere generated by those charges
B by the evident conviction of the trial judge that the defendants
rs guilty, a conviction which he did 1ittle to conceal from the jury.
ave made notations, in the record, of over a hundred points at which
8 trial judge aided the government and its witnesses or showed hos-
gity to the defendants or thelr counsel, or minimized their evidence.

The court's attitude toward counsel for Sobell was well shown by
observations as the folliowing: (p. 202)

*Let me ask you this, Mr, Phillips: have you tried any
criminal cases? I know your speclalty is in the real
estate fleld",

¢(r this choice blt before the jury (p. 808):
My, Kuntz: May I finish my argument?

The Court: Mr. Kuntz, no, you may not., It is a lot of
gibberish,"

-
r

$ % 3% % 8% % 3 2

"My, Kuntz: May I ~- ,
The Eourt: No, the Court put that question, Mr. Kuntz, and
don't give me any course of instruction as to what 1s usually
done in a courtroom. This is the way I em running this court-
room, Mr. Kuntz, and I think I understand how a courtroom should
be run. I don't care to hear anything further from you., Your
objection 1s notedn. '

N i‘-"jx'f“, o

# It does not take a veteran trial lawyer to understand what this
gt o! attltude on the part of the presiding judge does to the at-
de 5f the lawyer thus humiliated. '

I The only other witness against SOBELL, namely, MAX ELITCHER, 1like=
E at:ended high school and then college with SOBELL up to 1938. He

& 1r1hd that in 1939 he and SOBELL had a convergation in regard to

8 Comnist Party, and that ultimately he joined.
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B . 0uld let SOBELL know of any engineering students who wers

-3~
a cell of the Communist party in Vashington at SOBELL'S suggestion,
and attended meetings of that cell for two or three months after
May, 1939, and until 1941; that he continued to be a member of
the Communist party until 1948, one group of the perty belng
kxnown as the Navy Branch, He testified nothing further about
membership in the Communist party, but he said that he met SOBELL
again in 1947 at the Reeves Instrument Plant in New York where
SOBELL asked him if he knew of students who could be approached
concerning espionage and obtaining classified material,

‘ The witness further testified that during the week
proceefding Labor Dey in 1944, he had a conversation with SOBELL,
and trbt SOBELL was angry when he heard that ROSENBERG had
mentidhed his name,

The witness further testified that SOBELL was employed
in the General Llectric Plant in Schenectady in 1946, and then
inguired of the witness whether there was any written materlal
available as to his work; that SOBELL suggested or "implied"
that the witness was to see ROSEJBLRG about espionage business in
19463 and that in 1947, when he met SOBLLL at the Sugar Bowl
Restaurant, he asked the witness whether his wife knew about
the espionage business, and also esked the witness whether he

#progressive®; that in June, 1948, he told UCBZLL thal he was
leaving the Bureau of Ordnauce, and thay SOBELL asked him to do
novhing about that until he had seen 5CBELL and ROSEWBERG,
subsequently to which SCBLLL arranged a meeting between the
winess and RCSEWBERG; that at that meeting SOBLLL and ROSENBERG
bo:h tried to persuade him to stay at the Bureau of Ordnance
berause ROSENBERG needed someone to work at that Bureau for ,
eshionage purposes, but that the witness adhered to his determin- E

ation to leave Washingtoen, i

The witness finally testified that in July or August,
1948, when he was driving from Washington to SOBELL'S home in
Nevs York he was followed by two cars and that when he told SOBELL
this the latter was angry; that SOBELL asked him to go with him
to deliver a 35 millimeter film can to ROSLE.:LZRG and that they
drove to the neighborhood of the Journal American Building, where
SOBELL got out of tne carj that when SOBSLL returnec he told him
that ROSE.ZERG was not concerned about SOBILL'S having been &
fo'lowed, and that he also admitted that he had once talked to
EL.ZARBETH EENTLLY but said that she had not recognized hls volice;

T T

the last time the witness talited to SOBELL was in June, 1950.

The foregoing testimony was the only evidence against

SOBELL; 1t served as the basis for the thirty year sentence; it

was not corroborated by ancther witness; it came only from the
lips of ELITCHEL who readily admitted that he znew he had committed
perjury in 1947 in applying for a government position, in execu=~
tirng a loyalty oath and in concealing the fact that he was then a
Cownunists when he was interrogeted about this case by the F.B.I.
in 1950, they told him that they knew he was a Communist, end he

g was then fearful that he would be prosecuted by the United States

governpent for perjury.

In view of the weakness of the evidence agsinst SOBLLL,

‘ you naturally ask yourself why he was found guilty. There are

several answers to thats

- FIRST: Apparently in reliance upon their convictlon
thet there was not enough evidence to justify a conviction, counsel
for SOBELL did not permit him to teke the stand; that was a mistake.

% as it now appears;

‘ SECOND: The government introduced evidence to show that
SOPELL and his family had escaped to iexico and stayed in a number
of \places under variations of the name ®SOBELL"; . since he did

f not take the stand, SOBELL gave no explanation of his flight, and

thgt immediately prejudiced him before the jury; worse than
thﬁt’ the jury was not given any evidence as to the manner in
whfeh he had been kidnapped by the Mexican police, without process,

| ond had been turned over tb the F,B,I, at the border; although éﬁ
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 the government must have known that 1t was false, it introduced a

card by an Immigration Inspector at the time SOBELL was forcibly
returned to the linited States, which card read “Deported from
Mexico"; since he did not take the stand, SOBLLL was not able to
give the jury the facts to show that he had been kidnapped from
mexico rather than being deported; -

THIRD: The government was allowed to introduce evidence
as to the activities of the Comnunists in the United States upon
the theory that such activities would show the motlves of these
defendants as Communists; once that door was opened, the cause
of thaejdefendants, including SOBLLL, was sunk, The first witness
on thétCommunist issue was HARRY GOLD, a self-confessed spy,
servink a thirty year sentence, who would some day be applying
for patole. He had a Roman Holiday on the witness stand, relating
alleged activities of the Communists with vhich the defendanbs
were in no wise connected; us a matter of fact, he never even

| knew either SOBELL or the RCSEJBLRG3; that thls created an atmos-

phare and a prejudice agaiust the defendants which they could
no% possibly overcome is undeniable,

Another witness presented in connection with the Communi st
picturization of the case was our old friend, the ubiquitous

| ELIZABETH BENTLAZY, Since she has made a career of professing to

be a reformed Communist, and has made a living off writing books,

B presenting lectures, and testifying in practically every case

and every Congressional hearing 1lnvolving Communism, directly or
indirectly, it was to be expected that sooner or later the
charming Elizabeth would appear here, too, She vas subpoenaed
from a hard-earned vacation in Puerto Rico, for the ostensible
pu-pose of establishing the relationship between the Communist
Pa~ty of the United States and the Communist International, &he

® was allowed, however, to give an extensive history of what she
] chpracterized her activities as a secret courier among many named

and unnamed alleged Communists, which testimony consisted of

nany generalities, much hearsay, etc, The tesbtimony certainly was
caiculated to give the jury a nicture of very widely-spread and
sini., er activities of the Communists in this country. That 1t
was very prejudicial to the defendants, In the eyes of the jury,
cauat be doubted, even though she did not profess even to know
th= defendants,

Yell, you ask me -- and your friends ask you -- if this
case vas so pabtently full of hnles, why did not the Circult Court
of Appeals reverse a conviction based upon that evidence? Even
las -5 ask me that, The enswer is simple, In the Federal
Juiwcial system, unlike the practise in most of the state courts,

W .. rircuit Court of ippeals, that is the Court of Review, "is not

eliowved to consider the credibility of witnesses or reliability
of veshimony, Particularly in the Federal Judicial system, that
is the jary's province®: Mr, Justlce Frank's opinion in behalf
of the Circuit Court of Appeals: (p. 1648).

, Vhy thet rule has become so well established in the
Federdl Courts is hard to say, Time and time again, a trial
juige hapsets a verdict of "guilty", or criticises an acguittal
as aMmiscarriage of justice, Time and time again, a state !
re‘rlawing or appeals court reverses a judgement upon a verdict |
of, suilty, sometimes without even sending it back for a new triai.
His*ory, too, has not infreguently shown juries to have been dead
wiroiige But in the Federal Judicial system, the verdict of a
ju.'y. however induced by fear, or hysteria or prejudice, if
apuroved by the very trial judge who probably impelled that verdict,
cah never be set aside on the ground that it was based on” false
or'vrreliable testimony. Why must the d-fendants, why must the

5 d=1cndants, why must we all, accept irrevocably the view of a

Judge Kaufman and of a jury so exposed to the influence of his
at*.itude and his rulings? Why may not a higher court review the
rei.iability of the testimony, particularly when the very lives of
penple depend upon that testimony? I should think that every lawyer.
ev.ry judge, anxious to vindicate the processes of law and to
adpninister justice, as far as that is humanly possible, would

denand that some higher court, in the falr and detached atmosphere

T

s AR
- A

P




@

with t

Court Judge JEROLE

aid in es»ionage activ

Ccurt never passed upon that g

years in Ja2il because on
dces not sgree with the
by JUDGE FRANK,

evidence is so insufficlent,

consider the full record, And
ard that portion of the publie
de fendant hes had a falr trial
Svpreme Court:

SOBLLL has su

ROSELBERG case,
~eiion of an innocen

are factors which no American,

ignoreg.
appeﬁgs to executlve clemency,

fvrt

OVLET I W
I !an certain.

a, review .
tal of the defendants, if the’

court of Appeals for the Second Circuit,
court affirmed the judgement of Judge Kaufman
FRLNK gave it as his opinion that MCRION SOBLLL

wse entitled to.a new trial on the grou
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of a court review, free from hysteria and de
of %we'll show these Communists
bit of it, and direct the acqul
evidence did not warrant their conviction,

a right to expect of our courts;

In view of the above record, the sentence pronounced

upon MﬁRTDN SORELL by Judge Kaufman {5 almost incredible,
e ROSENBERGS he prosecuted an appeal to the United States

void of the spirit
. the evidence, gvery

-

That is what we have
that is whef courts are for!

Jointly

The opinion of that
although the Circuit

nd that the evidence estab=
Conspiracy
1icit and obtain ELITCHER'S

(b) Conspiracy between

Judge Frank held that

ndants charged with another conspl-
ction was grave, reversible error,

t disagreed with him,
uestion, because it has steadfastly

The Supreme

SOBGLL faces thirty

That is one of the great tragedies of this case, namely,

that in a case of this highly ¢
vwhere the courtroom and outside

ontroversial nature, where the
t, where the possibllity

fuses even to
the press, and the commentators,

misled by them, cry thet the
and feir consideration by the

We must not allow our interest to lag, nor our desire to

help an unfortunate fellow being grow cold,
frered an even greater injustice than his fellow

de ferdants, since we all concentrated, understandingly, on the

The SCBELL cass is just as vital,
t man to a living death of thirty years, the

Jestiuctlon of his family, the martyrdom of his courageous wife,

In a measure, MORTON

The condem-

no man with a human heart, can

Ve must continue, both in the courts end by repeated

and by unrelenting search for
When public

here, when the witch hunt is

- LT
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From the desk of: Ted Jacobs

MEXICAN LEGAL AUTHORITIES SAY *DIGNITY CF MEXICO!

DEMAIDS REVIEY OF MORTON SOBEIL CASE

NE YORF, Dec. 26--Prominent Mexicen atterneys are reported to be convinced

" demands & re~examination of the case of ldorton Sebell,

,_' 2% ¢t vs £ oom s

"the dignity of Mexice

-

ordirz tn La Cemena, a leading lexican magazine.

hd
a Tt was learned in Yew York todey that the I'evember issue of La Semana carries
" —_—

Ml rticle reporting a belief ameng Fexican legal guthorities that the laws and

¥
i

e reignty of vexico wers blatantly violated by the seizure of Sobell and his

b1y from Mexican soil in August, 1950.
Scbell, serving 30 years in Alcatraz en & charge of conspiracy to commit

i onage, is appealing to the U. S. Ceurt of Appeals in his effort to prove his

o
bcence and establish that his trial was fraudulent.

His appeal charges that the prosegutors, without knowledge or participation of

@ can authorities, kidnapped him and his family while they weré vacationing in

:Pce City. Then, Sobell asserts, the prosecutors deceived the courts with per-

B3 testimony by claiming he had been lawfully deported by the fiexican authorities,

S
T g hermore, Sobell's appeal argues, his illegal seizure violated e U.S.-Mexican

:. 1-ty, and therefore the U.S, cecurts lacked the sovereign power to try him.
"The Dignity of Mexico Demands Review of Scbell case,”

.-' -
PO .

In en article headlined,

#1a Jmew that several eminent legal authorities have been cen-

f ‘f% F g-emani gtated:

{i‘; " ‘éed aad have given uniferm legal opinions that such violations completely

- ¥ L]

-__Si_ é{ive the court which tried Scbell of its competence and nullify the sentence
’_ g’: _‘ nst 1im.?

L of the case et a recent meeting of the

B The maghzine reperted discussion
here it was stated that Mexico must see that the

T ey of Ypnal Sclences, w _
-+ [ - sntres centained in ecur Censtitution fer citizens and foreigners and the i
' : > farce must be respected; for étherwise [

B M 1ations of extradition treaties in
:;canfiignity is compromised by the
M8 The magazine said questions which Vgreatl
N “Hcw could Morton Sobell have been dragged fram his heme in liexico
crder of cempetent authority acting upon constitutional laws?
f "H:x could he cross eur frontier, passing by liexican Immigration a?thoritien,
S he 'aad been deprived, as it has been shown, ef his papers of identity by
B seizars?
B "Ubat validity has the judgment against him from the moment that his

interference of fereign authorities.”

y interest Mexice" include:
City witheut

B very, to the ccurt was mace in viclation of civil rights, of the internal
c of ;jexice and above all, of the Bxiyudition Treaty in force between
' X o Al the mited Rtatus ™

RN
I T




o ;'- i husband, Morten Sabell, ﬁsigned by many eminent Americans, including

——— PO

i T
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.
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-« S yorten Sebell 30 Charlton St. New York City )
. TA 9-9061 1.
a8
$ : _1
S ‘i .
[} .
- JERRELE \SE I PAPERS OF
. AY, WY 11 i
. ENTWENT AMERICANS ASK PRESIDENT EISENHOWER T0 RECO: MEID
h NEW TRIAL, FOR MORTON SOBELL OR RELEASE KIf FROM PRISON

I hive fervarded to President Eisenhover a letter cnncerning the casge

i
B >

- paris, commenmtator; Lewis lMumford,suther; Dr. Rplend Bainton ef the

Divinity School; Dr. Harold C. Urey, Nebel Prize sclentist; Rev, John i

Jones; Dr. Linus Pauling, Nobel Prize scientist; Dr. Paul L, Lehmann-of

'- Prinseten Theological Seminary; end Pref. Gardner lurphy ef the Henninger

iation. The letter asks the President te teke executive action, either to
¥ ' ..‘

"Bt rmeri a new trial fer my husband, mr tn pardon him er cemmute his
" ence».

QBB The toxt of the letter, together with en alphabetical list of some h

g he gigners, is attached,

Srlowe X Alsr

(Mrs. Morten Sabell)




£4genhewer

G_-l dort Dwight D»
g nite Hoare
¥ nobens D. Ca

jtual health of our

vin, Presidert:
d that ve addresst

o your deep concern for the spir
les of justice upon which 34 s founde
the case of }orton Scbell.

T4 is because +we ghar

® . exd for the princip

alves to you concerning

confined in

novr in his gixth year of imprisonment ané
neyr trial to reverse hig3p-year gentence

e to commit esPionnge." soth he and his defenders maintain thet he 1s
wcen‘c-. lloreover, the frial record chows that the judge in pessing gemtence
& oq: "The evidence in the case 4id not point to any activity on your {(tforton
c:ll's) part in connec th the atomic vorb Pr oject."

™ iiorbon Sobsell,
B a7, iS geeking B

A oay
¥ e e, HEE
[REC o N i ah o

tion wi

e

the question of liorton Sopell's

-
p tre do not press upon you, tir. tresident,
pocence O guilt--for we ourselves 6re not of one mind on that issue. OWr :
p-h in owr aemccratic system of justice asgures us that the truth will %
tablished. :
put it is

 imately be &S

e believe it is vital thab our nation gefegunrd its gsecuritys

at that we @o not permit this concern to lead us astray from oW traditions
numenity. In £hia light, we further believe that lorton Sobell's
nment does not serve our nation's interest or gecurity.

ctfully and earnestlys Hre President,

wority either by asking the Attorney Ganeral
jiorton gobell or WY the granting of Executive

e the liberty of urging your personal at tention

y I
4

PO R TR LA

ortt
b justice and
* cimed imprisn

. Therefore, most respeé we look to
= to exercise
[ consent to 2 new
i -don or Comparbations
% this natter.

ile tal

jce Cormittes, Los Angeles, Cale

T Have, Conne
Church, Chicago, I11.

h, Brooklyn, WY

Cal.

By, 1uvray Abovitz, Los Ange
& 1nor Alexander of the Amer
f. Rcland He pai
¥ev, Villiam Baird, EsseX ¢ ommunity
K . leginald e Pass, Community Churc

8 1en farston Beardsley, Los Anzeleg:
Boviaril Bibermen, LOS Angeles, Cola
§-. Lo Bigelman, Loes Angeles, Gal.
& .czls F. Binford, Hull House, Chicago, Ills :
University of california. Berkeley, Ccal.

R o, David slackvell,
Pennsylvanit, Pniladelphia, P&e
Cal.

. ~f, Derk Bodde, tniversity of

g cuben Ve ,Borough, Los Angeles,

- of, Mursey Branch, Hoorehouse Cnllege, Atlenta, Gae

. g pert L} prock, attorney, Los Angeles, cal.

Ny A n J. carlson, tmiversity of Chicagn, Chicago. .

s 2L Franklin Cohn, los Angeles, Cels

Yy l.phralm Cross, city College, New York, H.Ys i

'.‘Lme;" pavis, Commentator, Traghington, Dale e P -

. ‘yonic C. Davis, psycholngist, Beverly Hille, Cal.

or o hy Day, editor Catholic ierker: yew York, NeYe -
Zobbi Julian 3, Feibelman, Temple Sinal, Nev Orleans, Lo

8 john F. Finerty, attorney in the Ss.cco-t_fan:oftti and Moongy-pillings

2 ald) Frenk, author, Truro, MasBs
s . -“Illan Frankel, attorneys Los sageles, Cals

-




ycdore Ninesteel, Lecs Angeles, Cal. .

P

. G. Shubert Frye, Synad of New Yrrk, Syracuse, N.Y.

B .11 Geismer, Literary Critic, Harrisen, N.Y. T

. Erwin R, Goodenough, Yale University, New Haven, Conn. g

} Alice Hanijiton, Hadlyme, Cenn.

[ iam Harridhn, publisher ard editar Boston Chrenicle, Bosten, Mass.

John Paul{ Jones, Unien Presbyterian Church »f Bey Ridge, Brooklyn,N.Y.
Iscnc Kdlthaoff, University of Minnesota, Minnespolis, 1finn.

N Xuehne, Prof. Emeritus, University of Texas, Augtin, Tex.

b Joln Hovland Lathrop, Unitarian Church, Brocklyn, N.¥.

§ lerzan Lavet, lorth Hellywoed, Cal.

@ -aul L.Lelmean,Directer of Graduate Studles,Princeten Theslogical Seminary
(¥ ~:s1ton Lester, Beverly Hills, Cal.

' ::i110n 2. London, Los #ngeles, Cal.

- ernard 1, Loomer, Divinity School of the

d: o1 liarshall, attorney, Les Angeles, Cal.

i [.co Mayer, Hew York, N.Ye

= 5 1icCabe, attorney, Philadelphia, Pz. S 8

L Sidney G. Menk, University Heights Presbyterian Church, New York, W.Y. B

gs Mumfrrd, avther, Amealn, NeY. -

¥, Garcéner Hurphy, Menninger Foundation, Tepeka, Kansas

-Scctt-Nearing, Camp Rosier, Maine

-
Ao, e TR

University of Chicege, Chicage, 111.

'l

- petrick H. O'Brien, Detroit, Yiche

. Vistor Paschkis, Celumtia University, New York, N.Y.

¥ inus Pauling, Nebel Prize scicntist, Pasadenz, Cal,

Ml Alexander E. Permos, Los Angeles, Cal,

.erd 17, Petherbricge, attrrney, E1l Centro, Cal.

| Dreyden L. Phelps, Fellowship Church, Berkeley, Cal.

M [rving 5. Putnem, Methodist Church, Hinneapolis, ¥inn.

¥ Anotol Rappapord, University of lilchigen, Amn Arbor, lich.

., Oscar X. Rice, Universizy cf Terth Carelina, Chapel Hill, N.C.
' Malealm Snarp, University of Chicego law Scheol, Chicage, Ill.
¥ orot T. Simisin, Los Angeles, Cal.

i = Edward P. Tstten, 3anta Ana, Cals

g arold C. Urey, scientist and Nobel Prize winner, Chicags, Ill.
o  Francis D. ormuth, University of Utah, Salt Lske City, Utah

8 Frank Teymeuth, Los Angeles, Cal.

L]

’—dlm._




SMMITTEE TO SECURE JUSTICE FOR MOR' OBELL.

940 Broadway, New York 10, N. Y. . . AL 4.9983

AR DYFEDIATE REIEASE
From the desk of: Ted Jacobs

A3

w"\
QUE UESTIONING OF EDSEI\’BERG-SO'BELL TRIAL Y OUNTS
| 4S_WEXLEY BOOK GAINS RECOGNITION
:
5 The last two months heve marked a sharp incrcase in the numbeT
yestioning the tprig) of Morton

t& Mg 7 publications and {ndividuels §
Most of the statements have

: Mcobell and Ethel and Julius Rosenberg.
f §come in the
‘ of -ulius and Ethel Rosenberg,

form of comrent on John Wweyley's book, nPhe Judgment

# ghich is beginning to meke a sub-

s tar tial impressione
yre Justice for ¥orton Sobell reports that

cs of John Wexley

A The Committee to Sec
)-ome 1,000 complimentary copl 1g 672-page study of
: he case have been sent to prominent government officlels, Senstors
: -::- Congressmen, professors, attorneys, labor lcaders, book reviewers,
§cwsipa pet cditors and other important personse These copies heve been
inother 9,000 books have been

paif( for through public contribution.

L]
3

. Reeent comments includcd @ statement by Weltcr M1llis, editor
.pinue for the NeYe

§ of 'The Forrestsl Diaries™ and former editoriel wri

;., Herald Tribunc, who sald after reading the viexley books:
Tobebly perjuriouss

wThe evidcnce -’
i1f 1t

'I; ' ‘v T ".I ' '.: oy PRI, g
ST G LN

§ on which Norton gobc11 was gonvicted wes P
_‘ wers ].iinlly possible, thc caso oyght to be reviewed on 1ts merits,
i -th: sry event the 30—ycar gentence wet grosaly dilproporucnato
ot . N ated .giii’nt pima® i e R %WW
S o wff‘?}‘

g to any erime sotually stle
L (attorneys for 8cbell &
2 - Margot Jeckson,. revie'ning

(_ ovrpalds gaid: "The people in this
become bl

re lom to file & uotion for > nmi ttinl’).aém
b

the book in the Akron (cmo) gﬂw
two exeﬂ."c*
'rnn

L

bockeesomre free now ,
ocod-and-bresé thing persons.:

g onc in alcatrez for life-- .
ary oloak-snd-daggeT stcry. 3

¢ events knotted here is 28 taut as

chein ©
wrenches the mind, for the whole question remainss’ How -

o N But this one
Y justice served™

Tha

gt

e
e = —mmrm— .
T
- -
T i T A ST




T A
. .‘,‘. . -l‘_
: SR
i KR R -
. .
--2—¢

The ngrion-égdger-:ackscn grississiggiz Daily Newg, paper

% ith the lsrgest circulation in Fississippi, carricd a review by
exheustive (and often exhausting) stndy

L A

§ Frenk Hains, who sald: "Thils
unbis Law Review summaTy would seem

proof beyond @ fghadow of & doubtt o
g were not convicted by the
¥hether or

PN

of the trial record and the col
to indicate thet there was not the

% which the law derandsj that the Rosenberg
evidencj against them, but by the temper of the times.

ki

were gullty 4n fact is & q“estion which may never be ansﬂered

stern

2 not the
4 rev

:igolitical ggarterlx,
Z_ offlcial journal of the We

dcw of national significance sppeered in the Westel
published by the University of Uteh es the
stern Political Science Association and ;
Selence Associztion. Frof. Prancis ‘

eyt vy

: the Pacific Northwest Political

D. vormuth of the University of Utah devotcd four pages to

Wexley mekes, then comrented sharplys

R surmarizing the polnts
r all eriticisms.

"ObViously the Department of Justlce cannot answe

-_:f» But unless 1t answers My, Wexley's vwe must conclude that the

i ose nberg case 1s our preyfus case, outdoing the first in

. QR oréidness, cruelly, and terror.”

A revicw slso sppeared recently in the Rochester, N.Y.

Whcmocrat and Chronicle. V. Dewitt Manning wrote: "Inevitadly, &s

B 1z pesses, discussion is heerd concerning the possibility that
osenberg, the net

d execution of Julius end Ethel R

'in the trilal &n
result hes been to ecreate two martyrs. In his monumentel work,

the tJudgment of Jullius and Ethel Rosrnberg!, John Werley, suthor

2 of 1 number of outatending books, preaents detailed findings
nd numerour comments on the
resented., He elso

o the cold war and

:~oncern1ng the conduct of the trial &
. dharncter of witncsscs whose testimory was P

:suzvt:t disturbing implications with regerd t

. nat: m"?‘ hnurih L S «Mﬂ*’hx : Al AT ¢ o "5&? o
hﬂ% BTOOkm M ﬂommentcds “The Roaanbergl are : } g&%.
be!md the pomer of ‘Justice,’. dut. their #lleged acewplice_, ‘Berton «‘*;Wf?
" obe1l, 4s In Alcatrary’ ‘serving !.! 3°-year term. én mhtigation ?:#
ffond. o re-trial would scem vrarranted ‘on’ the basis of ur. Weziey's ! t%
: 13< losures.” oo R T e 1‘ : *4
. ton Sobcll diaclosed ’.‘h;;f

? - The cOmmittce to Becure Juetice for lor

fthat at least 50 publicetions are now etvdying the wexley book for

woseible revicws The Comrittec 2214 it is difricult to measure

i
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the full extent of {nfluence the. book 4s having, as ficld

representatives touring the country aTe constantly coming ’ifﬁf

across community leaders who have read the book (in some S

d from persen to person) end are eager to see .

instances passe

Sobell get a new trial.
ments cited adbove, there

ten comments Traising gquestions sbout the case by such

addition to the recent com
have
James H. Wolfe, former chief

persons as Elmer Davis, euthor;

justice of the State of Utahj; Judge Patrick H. O'Brien of

Mishigan; Brett Halliday, mystery wrlters
ion, the Cleveland Call and Post,

glso in reviews Dby

the Indianapolis News, the Nation

in sddition to many other Teviews by persons and publiceticns

previously convinced of 8 miscarrisge of justice. Nancy Fo

vechsler, writing in the New York Post, was critical of

We cley's book, but in discussing it commented on the cases

my.1ether Sobell should have been convicted on the meagreé

s of the prosecution

g of the

record ageinst nime.swhether the tectic

or the demcanor of the judge impaired the fairnes

proceedlngs, whether the defcndants were convicted and sentenced

on 8 record which might not h

calmer times--all these are real 1ssu

ave produced the same result in

es which call for hone st |

appraisal.™
The Sobell Committee said that to the be
review of the Wexley book

st of their

krcwledge there had been only one

tret was totally adverse to belief that justice was not done

-=g Teview in the New Leader by S. Andhil Fineberg, himself the

uthor of a book which claims the Rosenbergs and Sobell were

gvilty as charged and dismisses appeals in their behalf as

C(mmunist propaganda.

| s




Author
Waide Frank

asks justice -
for

Morton Sobell

PERHAP_S some of us are radicals; perhaps some of us are
liberals; very few of us perhaps politically would dare admit that
we are conservatives. I don't know about Senator Langer, but U'm
here, 1 promise you, because I am at this moment a conservative.
It's America, deeply and wholly America, our beloved country and
its future that I am thinking of. This doesn’t mean that I am not
thinking of Morton Sobell. To think of him is so painful that I find
that I don't think of him most of the time. We must think of him.
We can't know everyone. The light is upon him, and he is a symbol
and he iz ourselves, in a way, but he also is this young man, this
suffering young man, who, oh, because of what?~maybe because
of mistaken ideas? — or maybe also because he was generous, because
he was adventurous, because in seeking for the truth he was willing ; Waldo Frank

to run the risk of being wrong. And here is this country of ours, ‘

this powerful country, cruelly torturing this man, and his family, '

his wife and children, by incarcerating him, not only incarcerating ; This i« the text of a speech made by Waldo Frank, novelist and
him, but by incarcerating him for 30 years; not merely by incarcerating ! essayist known for his books on America, at an Assembly for Justice
him for 30 years but by placing him in a prison 3,000 miles away from for Morton Sobell, held in Carncgie Hall, New York City, on Sept. 29,
where his family is, a prison that is reserved for the hopelessly erim- 1935. Morton Sobell is imprisoned in Alcatraz on a 30-year sentence.
inal. Is this man a hopeless criminal? Far from it. But I will say this: He is serving his sixth year in prison. He was convicted with Elhc:
that the courts of justice that put this man in Aleatraz, 3,000 miles and Julius Rosenberg on  charge of "conspiracy to commit esplonage.

. .. . Morton Sobell has repestedly afirmed his innocence. Many prominent
away from his home, are criminal. I won’t say that they are hopelessly Americans ate urging that he be given a new trisl; that he be trans-
criminal, because I have hope.

ferred from Alcatraz prison; that there be a thorough investigation
While we bear this in mind, we must also bear ourselves in mind. made =0 that all the facts can be established.

We must realize that if we belong to a body politic which permits !

injustice, the sickness is within us. We must realize that if we belong

to a body politic which can practice cruelty, which tolerates persecu-

tion of what the majority consider heresy, then this corruption is within T . ) . )

ourselves, Sobell is a symbol of our responsibility, and of our danger— ) l,“‘\ meeting, 1t seems to‘me, typifies what we exPect ‘f’f

of the tragic danger to America if we permit this injustice to be done. America. W h“f do we expect Of_ A'T‘e“ca? We expect that Ar‘nerlca?. will

‘ be jealous of its devotion to justice, we expect that America will be

' fierce in its defense of every person, not for fear that something

could happen to you and me, but through the knowledge that whenever

there is injustice and cruelty toward anyone, it is happening to you

— : and it is happening to me. The answer to the old question asked by

e Cain, “Am I my brother's keeper?" is “yés.”- Because only if we keep

our brother do we keep ourselves. Only if we defend him do we defend

For more information about the case of Morton Sobell write to: G selves. o e T
COMMITTEE TO SECURE JUSTICE FOR MORTON SOBELL There is another right that I like to believe America will long
., W' Wa oz e .‘. f,b - "'”.”‘.l. e A a‘l.,. t ‘e . i ) "'!'_ . . T ) .' -""“"."";‘" .' 'u.\." P IRLEL UL LR S 7‘-"':&-"." Y e i i e -.'.... "; et X .;Jl' -
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COMMITTEE TO SECURE JUSTICE FOR MORTON SOBELL
940 Broadway, New York 10, N. Y. . AL 4-9983 .

From the desk of: Ted Jacobs
VANCOUVER COLUMNIST LAUDS WEXLEY'S

12 e SRS

ROSENBERG-SOBELL_BOOK

N gty P At

I T T ]

A book review in the Jewish Western Bulletin of Vancouver, British

B1umbia, is the latest article to laud John Wexley's book charging

b injustice against Julius and Ethel Rosenberg and Morton Sobell.

B,  he review, written by Abe Averbach, refers tO Wexley's "The .

';dgmﬁnt of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg", as "a giant amongst books"

bncerning American justice.

jlorton Sobell, co-defendant with the Rosenbergs, now has an appeal

o a new trial before the courts. Sobell, condemned to 30 years on

; charge of "conspiracy to commit espionage" and imprisoned in

% N
B ~atraz, asserts his innocence.

The text of the article, published May 25, is as follows:

‘ "Three years of monumental and painstaking research went
into this work, to make it the most definite book on this world

important case with which it deals.

ewcomer on the stage of justice. His

nJohn Wexley is no n
the tLast Mile', 'They

plays include such memorable works as
Shall Not Die?, 1Steel’ and others. To his credit for screen-
plays we can add 'City of Congquest!, 'The Long Night! and {in
sollaboration) 'The Amazing Dr. Clitterhouse' and tConfessions

o LY . .
&L & WaLkh JYYe

B87E (TO CDITORS AND REVIEWERS: Those of you who have mot yet
ts book might find this an appropriate time

.;eviewed John Wexley

Eo dé so, since this June 19th marks the third year since the

7

- ser berg execution.
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njje came to the Rosenberg trial intending, as usual, vO
eventually write 2 play about it. Emotionally aroused by the
hysteria and the myriad ramifications surrounding the case, he

descided then and there t0 make a thoroug
cvm. Like the dji stinguished scientist, Dre Harold Urey, the
i iustice was at stake.!

author felt too tthat the integrity of J

written so that every reader can assume
for himself the role of juror while analyzing the mass of
evidence and background. To such an extent has the author
made sure of his material that he has documented throughout
the book, the complete Columbia Law review Summary on the
case, which can be synthesized in the following quote from
the law review: tThe rights of the Rosenbergs did not

ive consideration that must

receive the precise and extens
. stration of the criminal law.!

characterize the adminl
t amongst books concerning

"The book 1S

"This book is no doubt a gian
;merican search for justice.”

HFHF
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tional Rosenberg—Sobell Committee 1b
50 Sixth Avenue, New York 1 For Immediste Release v

4-9585
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: NEW_E PMWP LET _GIVES FTACTS

IV CALE Uv MORTON soﬁéLL

- e p—- =

/

g e YORK, Oct. 20--A new pamphlet called nThe Scientist in Alcatral

B
PR,

B.q giving 16 questions and answers on the case of Morton Sobell 1s

E ; ing circulated by the Natiomal Rosenberg-Sobell Committee. @
; ii Sobell, & young scientist, was condemned to 30 years in AlcatraZz %
% g ter being tried with Etnel and Jullus Rosenberg on & charge of z
: f\onspiracy to commit espionage" - %
The pamphlet, which quotes Sobell's statement that he 1s completely %

Y q:nocant; discusses the questions that have arisen jn connection with i
'€ ‘:3e conviction of Sobell. %
ﬂ ‘ B 1t 1ists the charges. points to the inconsistencies in the case %
. Jainst nim, and urges tnat Sobell be granted a new trial %
ﬂ f_ nine good name of our nation already has been stained before the é‘
_;i, Enes of the world by the executlon of the Rosenbergs' s the pgmﬁhlet E
h. -ncludes upesplte the opinion of three Supreme Court justices that ?

g c ececution was i1legal, the Rosenbergs were rushed to their death.

.

urt ever having

e

L ew gAY

- RhsenbeTgs were executed without the gsupreme CO

frviewed the facts in the case. They dled without the new evidence

7er having been reviewed.
n Sobell 1S still alive and the opportunity exists

B 'Fortunately Morto

Y [ 54

grant him 8 new trial and afford him some measure of Justice"

##E#

of the pamphlet 45 enclosed for your reference.)

;ditérs: A copy

-
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.tional Rosenberg-Sobell Committee

b 50 Sixth Avenue, New York 18, N.Y. For Immediate Release

4-9585

DENIAJL, OF SOBELL APPEAL FOR NEW_TRIAL

SEEN}RESULTING FROM ATTEMPT TC_SUPRESS EVIDENCE
1

H

NEW YORK, Oct. 15--The National Rosenberg-Sobell Committee,
rejection by the U.8.

rmed last weekend in Chicago, today termed the

g rcult court of Appeals of Morton Sobell's plea for a new trial *the

B-sult of an attempt to supress the new evidence in the Rosenberg-

$bell case.”

The Court of Appeals announced Monday that 1t had rejected

.-bell s appeal for a new trial based on new evidence which the defense

Q nteads shows that major prosecution witnesses perjured themselves in

he trial. Ethel and Julius Rosenberg were executed and Sobell was

[}

Qprisoned in Alcatraz without the Supreme Court ever having revieved

»Lﬁ evidence.

The committee today yssued the following statement:

s appeal for a new trial 1is the
g-Sobell

g nphe rejection of Morton Sobell's

B-culs of attempt

s to supress the nevw evidence in the Rosenbel

ese,

1
: WThe U.S. Attorney General's office has consistently opposed

; guests for 4 hearing on this evidence, It did this in carrying out

'qge egecufion of Ethel and Julius Rosenberg despite thei“ protests of

o ocence, It is now doing the same thing to keep Morton Sobell in

2 catraz despite his statement of innocence and evidence of perjury
4‘%

E.. 3 .g_aﬁun-qu?'*——-"“ fico to . %giag
3 torne General's of i
.5 - It is the responsibilit? of the Atto y “. L S %,.
* N o Rosenberg-Sobell €8se is “n°°V°r - R

. that the tyuth in th =1
g-Sobell Committe

1de public 8uppo

.“y

calls upoﬂ people
nThe Nationel RosenberT ° nprton Sobell's
e country to give ¥

ew trial".

rt Eo

hr omghou't th
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¢equast for a Il
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cases tried under the same act. Sentences of persons charged with
espionage_for_a war-time enemv {and Sobell’s rase invalved a wartime
ally) averaged four to five years. In Scbell's case the judge went out

of his way to recommend in advance that there be no parole. Why
such severity?

In passing sentence Judge Kaufman said: “It is so difficult to make
people realize that this country is engaged in a life and death struggle
with a completely different system.” Why did political considerations
play a role in the passing of sentence?

Why Alcatraz’

to Alcatraz while motions for appeal were
still pending. Alcatraz, from which prisoners cannot be paroled, is
traditionally reserved for hardened criminals who have escaped from
other prisons and have had long criminal records. Sobell fits neither

of these calegories.

Was he put in Alcatraz to pressure him into making a false confession?
Ever since Sobell was arrested he has been told to “cooperate” and
he would receive leniency. But Sobell swears he is innocent. Is Alcatraz
being used as a third degree miethod, just as the electric chair was
used in a vain attempt to force from the Rosenbergs a confession to
a crime of which they also swore innocence?

Sobell was transferred

WHAT CAN BE DONE?

Sobell's case is before the courts. Une judpe already has stated that Sobell
should have a new trial. Judge Jerome N. Frapk, dissenting in a 2-1
Circuit Court of Appeal decision, said: “The writer of this opinion disagrees.
He thinks there was error, in this respect, which reguires that Sobell be
given a new trial.”

Such a trial would afford the opportunity of presenting the new evidence
that has never been reviewed by the Supreme Court. The evidence includes
proof that leading prosecution witnesses perjuted themselves and that the
prosecution bargained for perjured testimony to get a cotwviction.

Millions thronghout America and the world have rrave doubts about the
Rosenberg-Sobell case. Millions are convinced that the Rosenbergs and
Sobell are innocent. They are united in = conviction thai Sobeil should
have & hew trial so that all of the facts can come to light.

Those who want & new trial include such prominent persons as Dr. Harold
C. Urey, America’s foremost atomic scigntist, who said after studying the
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While the case is in the courts Morton Sobell should be moved to a place
~%ew- % san gee his children ol euanult freely with his atterney. None

of these things is possible in Aleatraz.

WHY IS THIS CASE VITAL -TO“AMERICA?

Not only the life of Morton Sobell is at stake; American justice itself is
imperiled.

1f a man can be imprisoned for 30 years on the word of a perjurer, if
prosecuting attorneys can bargain for perjured testimony, if scientists like
Sobell can be persecuted for palitical heliefs and associations of their youth,
if political considerations can dictate the sentence in a trial, if the de-
fendant is denied a chance to present new evidence—then the traditions of
American justice and liberty are being violated.

The good name of our nation already has been stained before the eyes
of the world by the execution of the Rosenbergs. Despite the opinion of
three Supreme Court justices that the execution was illegal, the Rosenbergs
were rushed to their death. The Rosenbergs were executed without the
Supreme Conrt ever having reviewed the facts in the case. They died with-
out the new evidence ever having been reviewed.

Fortunately Morton Sobell is still alive and the opportunity exists te grant
him 2 new trial and afford him some measure of justice,

YOU CAN HELP
------------- oo MAIL COUPON TODAY -

’
’
[

Natl. Comm. to Secure Justice in the Roseaberg-Sobell Case
1050 Sixth Ave, New York 18, N. Y.
: I would like to see a new trial for Morton Sobell so all of the faets can
: be brought to light, and I am in favor of removing him from Alcatroz
H pending outcome of legal eppeals. Enclosed find C SUR | 3 1
defray legal expenses and bring the faets in the case to the American
people.
E Name
hddress
City Tom Stte
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i Soweii Thange His Name?
The prosecution tried to prejudice the jury against Scbell by in-
troducing evidence that he had changed his name in Mexico. In a state-

ment submitted to the Circuit Court of Appeals on Oct. 5, 1953, in
connection with his appeal. Sobell said:

“ . . the newspapers suddenly published the news of Julius Rosen-
berg’s arrest (July 16, 1950) as an alleged *“atom spy.” To me, the
charge was absurd, but nonetheless frightening in what it meant.
I had known Julius in City College years before, we had been together
in a number of progressive student organizations during our college
days, and had seen each other infrequently since then. 1 felt that he
was being persecuted for political reasons, and that the charge was
calculated to intimidate and silence political dissent in the United
States. I reasoned that anvbody who opposed the then new Korean
war, or otherwise dared to speak up and oppose any American policies
he disagreed with, would be slapped into jail on one pretext or an-
other. But this led me to make the mistake of feeling that a dictator-
ship was already taking over my country.

“Then, and only then, was it that I left the family in the Mexico City
apartment and traveled around Mexico—to Vera Cruz and Tampico—
even using false names, and inquiring about passage to Europe or
South America for all of us. It is hard to understand how I might
have been led to do such a stupid thing, but it didn't take long for me
to recognize how inept and pointless it was. Of course, 1 had no idea
how it could be misinterpreted, and how dangerous if would turn out
to be.

“Qs T went back to Mexico City, and my wife and 1 talked it over
once again. We realized that our ties to home were too strong, that
we owed it to overyone to return and help to combat the repressive
tendencies from which we had contemplated staying sway and ‘sitting
it out.’ I know now how right this last decision was, and how wrong
I was to think I could isolate myself from others who had the same

Why Didn’t Sohell
Take the Stand?
In his affidavit on Oct. 5, Sobell stated:

« .1 am impelled to submit this aﬂifdavit particularly because.my
counsel have informed me that at every ‘stage of this proceeding, sined
the trial, the United States attorney has stressed in oral argument

X ot
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owe it to myself and my family to bring to the Court’s attention.

_ 41 anaptod to testify om my roon delolf at my triel. I did not do so

because my trial attorneys insisted that I should not, because (1) of
the fact that the case that the prosecution had put in against me was
so weak that my innocence was clearly establishedi and (2) that it
was so clear that I had nothing to do with any atomic espionage con-
spiracy (as Judge Kaufman later admitted in sentencing me} that it
would necessarily follow that I would be freed. Judge Frank’s dissent
from the affirmance of my conviction, while illustrating that my trial
attorneys were motivated by reasons of substance, was nevertheless
only a dissent, and hence I know 1 should have insisted on telling my
story. I am completely innocent of the charges made against me ., 2

Was Sobell Linked to
Atomic Espionage?

The prosecution branded Sobell an “atom spy” and this label was
pinned on him by the newspapers. Most Americans probably have been
misled into believing he was convicted of “atomic espionage.” This is
completely false. Judge Kaufman told Sobell in court: “The evidence
in the case did not point to any activity on your part in connection
with the atomic bomb project.”

How Could the dJury
Convict Him?

In a conspiracy charge evidence that a crime was committed is not
needed to convict. Throughout American history conspiracy laws have
been used when there was not enough evidence to prove an actual
crime. Of the 116 witnesses listed by the prosecution, only one witness
testified against Sobell with respect io espionage. But under the law
of conspirary, the testimony of all of the witnesses applied to Sobell.
Thus the testimony alleging atomic espionage automatically applied
to Sobell, even though as Judge Kaufman admitted, Sobell was proved
to have had nothing to do with atomic espionage. Could the jury have
judged Sobell's case fairly under these circumstances?

The Philadelphia Branch of the American Civil Liberties Union called’

Sobell's trial “a dangerous extension of the concept of conspiracy.”

The trial also took place in an atmosphere of hysteria after the start
of the Korean war. The prosecution devoted most of its time trying
to prove Sobell was a Communist, 8 charge aimed to prejudice the
jury against the defendant.

-
> e 355 T o B AT e I T R TR o




e .

YEAY
St o
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 AIR PASSENGER MANIFEST

AMERICAN AIRLINES DE MEKXICOS. A,
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Airline tickets bought in Scbell’s name, as certified by American Air-

lines, and the listing as tourists of Sobell and his family on the airline
" passenger roster show Sobell went to Mexico in a routine manner.

~l ot RS -

What Was the Evidence?

No documentary evidence linking Sobell to espionage was ever in-
troduced in the trial. Of 116 witnesses listed by the prosecution, only
one man connected Sobell to the conspiracy charged. This witness was
Max Elitcher, a neighbor of the Sobell family and one of Sobell's
former classmates at City College.

What was Elitcher’s testimony?

a) In the first 12 pages of Elitcher’s testimony, he did not mem-
tion Sobell in connection with espionage. Elitcher finally linked Sobell
to the conspiracy with the statement that Julivs Rosenberg had told
him Sobell was in it too.
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udmittt*dlu-nder cross eramination that his .s:!ory was added to his
festimony 4 months after Sobell's kidnapping from Mezico).

Elitcher asked us to believe that spies, knowing they were being fol-
lowed by the F.B.L, would visit each other.

¢1 Elitcher alzse tried to say that Sobell had “confeggedifuto him that
he was a spy. These are Elitcher's words:

L]
LI ]
E-'-'-'.'.l recall the exact nature of the words.

—Trial Transcript, p. 249

Other conversations such as the above and Elitcher's story of the
ride constitute the total evidence linking Sobell to espionage. Again
it should be noted that the five conversations with Julius Rosenberg
charged against Sobell were not mentioned during the {rial.

Other government witnesses testified regarding the circumstances of
Sobell's stay in Mexico. But no contention was made that this testi-
mony proved any direct connection with espionage activities.

Can Elitcher Be Believed?

In his charge to the jury, Judge Irving Kaufmen said: “If you do
not believe the testimony of Max Elitcher as it pertains to Sobell,
then you must acquitl the defendant Sobell.”

Max Elitcher admitted in the trial that he had committed perjury in
another matter. He admitted he was afraid of a possible perjury in-
dictment that could bring him a five-year sentence. Elitcher iestified
that he had signed a non-Communist oath and had perjured himself.
Elitcher also testified that he and his wife had been undergeing
psychiatric treatment.

_F‘or_ testifying against Scbell, Elitcher was rewarded by never heing
indicted for his admitted perjury. He also received a high-salaried
job obtained with the assistance of the F.B.1.

Under cross-examination Elitcher revealed mamy inconsistencies and

contra(!ictions in his testimony. He waa compelled to admit that there
were discrepancies in his story.

A .‘_,—!-_r::;»;.m ﬂ"‘l;:
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Aobell waz heaten unconscious and taken to an office building. His wife,
protesting the kidnapping and screaming for help, was also seized.
The twn Sohell children were lef* aline for several hours until an-
other group of armed men came to get them. The men also gathered

up some of the Sobell belongings and stuffed them into suitcases.

¥ e 5

Morton Schell and his family went to Mexico on June 22 1950, for a
- vacation. On Aug. 16, 1950, his apartment in Mexico City was invaded
by armed men whe claimed to be Mexican pulice but had no warrant.

—Trial Transeript, p. 31 At 4 a.m. Sobell was put in one car with armed guaw@Siastructed to

/////////{//////

[fol. u} Arrmavrr or SoseLL 1¥ ArrEsT OF JUDGMENT

Srare or Nzw Yorx,
County of New York, ss:

Morton Sobell, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

I am one of the defendants herein and I make this affi-
davit iu the interest of justice and in furtherance of my
rights a4 an American born and brought up in this country.

On Wednesday, August 16, 1950 at about 800 P. M. we
had just finished our dinner in pur apartment in Mexico
City in the United States of Mexico, and while my wife and
I were lingering over our coffee there was a knock on the
door. My older daughter opened the door and three men
burst into the room with drawn guns and bodies poised for
shooting ; these men did not ask my name, did not eay what
they wanted. I demanded to see a warrant, or rome other
legal process. No reply, except some vague charge that
1 was one “*Johnny Jones' and that I robbed a bank in
Acapuleo in the sum of $15,000.00 was made. Of course,
1 vehemently deniéd the charge and tried to show them my
papers, visas, ete., to prove that I was no bank robber.

One of the men showed a piece of metal in bis hand and
{fol.n-1] said they were police. They were dressed in
civilian clothes. A fourth man came laler. He also was
ju civilian cinthes.

Only about 10 minutes lapsed from the time that they
came till they hustled me out, and ithat was after 1 insisted
on calling the American Embasay; but without being per-
mitted to do so.

They picked me up bodily and carried me down from the

fourth floor to the ground floor. In the street I kept shout-

ing for the police. A taxi was hailed and they opened the
door; tried to force me into the tazi; when two more men
came in and beat me over the head with biack jacks until
T lost conscicusness. 1 woke up in the taxi and I waa
stretched horizontallv at the feet of the'tbree men. -

kill him if he “made trouble,” and his wife and children were put in
a second car. They rode for 24 hours without stopping until they
reached the U. S. border. At 2 a.m. Mrs. Sobel}, in a state of collapse,
was released with the children. Sobell was turned over to the F.B.I.

The New York Times on Aug. 18 1950, quoted Mexican immigration
officials as saying that Mexican secret police did not report to their
office, but delivered Sobell directly to the F.B.I. This procedure was
termed “unusual” by the assistant chief of Mexican immigration. An
article in the New York Times on Aug. 19 stated: “The case war
surrounded by extraordinary secrecy, The four agents who made the
arrest still refused to furnish details. It was not known in exactly
what manner Mexican authorities deported the instrument specialist.”
The government promptly issued inflammatory stories to the press
charging that Sobell was an atom spy. He was convicted in the head
lines before being brought to trial.

Why Was Sobell Kidnapped?

The lack of evidence against Morton Sobell was underscored by the
unlawful kidnapping of Sobell and his family from Mexico. By the
kidnapping, the government showed that it did not even have enough
evidence to extradite him from Mexico through legal channels, Jet
alone prove espionage activities.

The kidnapping also deprived Sobell of his right to return voluntarily
to face charges. The government thereby tried to make it appear that
Sobell was a fugitive. It should be noted that Sobell later waived
extradition from Texas, anxious to be hrought to New York to fight
the charges against him.

Sobell stated that he and his family were vacationing in Mexico. The
plane tickets in his name and the passenger list of the airline show
that Sobell and his family went to Mexico as tourists in a routine
manner. In a legal motion Sobell’s attorney presented the uncontra-
dicted fact that the Sobell family had received the vaccinations needed
to return to the United States just before the kidnapping. Proof of
the vaccinations, their child’s return plane ticket to the United States,
family movies of their tour, as well as camera, watch, clothing etc.,
were among personal belongings which disappeared at the time of
the kidnapping. The return plane ticket has been found to be in the
possession of the F.B.1
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el Fia: e ccientist and onglpccr born i, New York City

and convicted in the same trial with Ethel and Jylius Rosenberg on

a charge of “conspiracy to commit espionage.’ He was eentencad to

30 years in prison and is now in Alcatraz. To this day Sobell swears
he is completely innocent. :

L AN . .8

What Is His Background?

Ever since his school days Sobell aspired to be 2 scientist. He was
graduated as an electrical engineer from City College of New York,
worked for the Bureau of Ordnance of the Navy Department, re-
ceived & degree of Master of Science in Engineering from the Univer-
sity of Michigan, passed up a fellowship so that he could do war work
against the Axis, was registered on the National Roster of Scientific
Personnel for the War Manpower Commission, cooperated in 1944
with the Senate Committee investigating the National Defense pro-
gram, worked for the General Electric Company and was employed
by the Reeves Instrument Company.

During his college days and later during his professional life, Morton
Sobell was an ardent liberal who vigorously supported Franklin D.
Roosevelt and his New Deal policies.

Sobell is married. Until the time of his arrest, he lived with his wife,
Helen, their son, and his wife's daughter by a previous marriage.

What Was the Charge?

Sobell was charged with “conspiracy to commit espionage” with Ethel
and Julius Rosenberg. Sobell was not named in the first indictment
in the case. He was brought into the case in a “gyperseding” indict-
ment. The only specific charges Jisted against Sobell by the prosecu-
tion were that he had five conversations with Julius Rosenberg. These
five conversations were required to be proved in court, They never
were even mentioned during the course of the triel

What Was Sobell's Connection
With Julius Resenberg?

Sobell knew Julius Rosenberg when they were classmates at City
College. They were part of a circle of friends. After graduatMObell
and Rosenberg visited each other socially a few times. Rosenberg, who
testified to his own innocence, alao testified that Morton Sobell was

innocent.
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—Trial Transcript, p. 26

Above are the charges nillll against Sobell. These conversations were
never mentioned during the trial.
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CASE of Morton Sobell, now
e thirty-yedr senience in Al
R presents aqstriking example
.« misunderstanding induced
] .styled news commentitors’
M cvpaper Teporters, very few
. have examined the record,
o recerd docs not justify the
.. ion of Sobell as a traitor or
E atoric spy.”

11 was not even indicted as a
v He was tried on & supersed-
dicument returned in the U. 5.
L. -1 Grurt for the Snuthern Dis-
ol New York on January 31,
B charging him with having con-
a:i with Julius and Ethel Rowen-
Anatoli A, Yakelev, David
englass, Ruth Greenglass  and
Gnld, between June 6, 1944,
J¥1 unc 15, 1950, while the United
5. was at war, to deliver to the
Un on certan documents,
hes #rd information relating to
i ion' il delense ol the United
gs. with intent and reason to be-
M ot it would be used to the
W niage of the Soviet Union.
Rro was no charge that this might
R mfu: o the United States.

E o+ matrter of fart, Snhell was
BB ven named in the original ir-
B cnt returned Angust 17, 1950,
B ich the only defendants were
B ocenberps and Anatoli A, Yak-
Ny jo-mer Russian vide-consul
K -w Yok, who, as the govern-
j knew, had been allawed ta re-
t0 Russia in 1946 and could
bbe tried.

Jo goernment filed a list of
M. - allezed overt acts, charged to
. senbergs, all of which were

& 11, 1¢ 15, well before the advent
L‘ e col.f war. As against Sobell,
'?..- P sverr ment fied & hiil of par-
. W:rs charging him with having
N .| the conspiracy on or about
' !‘{ - 15, 1344, and with five “overt
] AN ¢
SR " - 1
P R/'1TFEM LOVE, a member of the

R - v, 18 prafessar of law al
e ] . . .
PRt/ uresiern Unaversily.

giciwesn June 6, 1944, and }an-.

irHE SOBELL CASE .

acts.” consisting of conversations
with Julius Rosenberg between jan-
vary, 1946, and May, 1948.

At the outset, it is indisputahlc
that despite the fact that the grava-
men of the indictment was the deliv-
ery of the documents, sketches and
information relating to our national
defense, nevertheless, not a single
witness testified, nmor was there a
scrap of paper, to the effect that
Sobel! had delivered anything to any-
body at any time relaung to our na-
tional delense. With the exception
of the witnesses who testified 1o So-
bell’s alleged flight to Mexico, there
were only two witnesses who even
mentioned the name ol Sobell,
namely, Max Elitcher and William
Danaziger.

MOREQOVER, even the characteriza-
tion of Danziger as a witness against
Sobell is hardiy justified. Danziger
testified that he and Sobell had at-
tended school and college together
and also worked together for some
years at the navy Bureau of Ord-
nance in Washington; that he had
visited Sobell at the latter’s home in
May, 1930, when he told Sobell that
he was in the electrical business and
had asked Sobel for the address of
lulius Rosenberg, who, sobell told
Tiim, was in the machineshop busi-
ness, it being the witness” idea that
he might give Rosenberg some ma-
chine-shop work. Danciger also testi-
fied that Sobell wold him that he was
leaving for a vacation in Mexico in
June, 1950, and that, some time later,
he received a letier {rom Sobell from
Mexicn City, the rteturn address
name on which was M. Sowell, the
envelope containing a lerter to be
forwarded to his sister-in-law, Fdith
1.evitov, and to his parents, the re-
turn address on this jetier being that
of M. Levuov,

The only witness against Sohell
who offered any iestimony as 1o any
conspiracy or any acls pursuant
theretn was Max Elitcher, who had
attended high school and then col-
lege with Sqbell until 1938. He testi-
fied that in 1939 he and Sobell had

. by Stephen Lo*ve

a conversation in regard to the Com-
munist Party; that he joined a cell
of the Communist Party in Wash-
ington at Sobell's suggestion and at-
tended meetings of that cell for two
or three months after May, 1939,
and until 1941; that he continued to
be a member of the Comme—iet
Party until 1948, ome group of the
party being known as the Navy
Branch. He testified nothing further
about membership in the Commu-
nist Party, but said that he met So-
bell again in 1947 at the Reeves
Instrument Plant in New York
where Sobell asked him if he knew
of students who coutd be approached
concerning espionage and oblaining
classified material.

Elitcher further testified that dur-
ing the week preceding Labor Day
in 1944 he had a conversation with
Sobell, and that Sobell was angry
when he heard that Rosenberg had
mentioned his name; that Sobell was
employed in the General Electric
Plant in Schenectady in 1946; that
Sobell asked Etlitcher whether there
was any writien material available
as 10 his work; that Sobell suggesied
or “implied” that Elitcher was to see
Rosenberg about espionage business
in 1946; that in 1917, when he met
Sobell at the Sugar Bow! Restaurant,
the latter asked him whether his
wife knew about the espionage busi-
ness and also asked him whether he
would let Sobell know of.any engi-
neering students who were “progres-
sive”; that in June, 1948, Elitcher
told Sobell that he was leaving the
Bureaw of Ordnance and that Sobell
asked him to do nothing about that
until he had discussed things with
Rosenberg, subsequent 1o which So-
bell arranged a meeting between the
witness and Rosenberg; that at that
meeting Sobell and Rosenberg both
tried 1o persuade Elitcher to stay at
the Bureau of Ordnance because
Rosenherg needed someone there for
espionage purposes, but that the wit-
ness adhered 10 his determination to
leave Washington.

Elitcher fnally testified that in
July or August, 1948, when he was




g ing [rom Washington to Sobell’s
M - in New York, he was followed
Lwocarsandt.hatwhcnhewld

= to Sobell the latter was angry:
¢ Sobell asked him to go with
by to deliver ,a thirty-ﬁve-milli-
jer-ilm can &y Rosenberg and
@ they drove té the neighborhood
i, he Journal American building,
B re Sobell got out of the car; that
L% - Sobell teturned he told him
MR Ro.enberg was not concerned
Rout Elitcher's having been’ fol-
b cd and that Rosenberg also ad-
B:icd taat he had once talked to
-abetl Bentley, but said that she
i not recognized his voice. The
. time the witness talked o So-
! was in June, 1950.

H here were five witnesses who test-
M in relation to Sohell's visit to
~iCO N _]uly, 1050; the gravamen
§ iheir testimony was that Sobell
1 used the names of M. Sand, Mor-
sand, Marvin Salt and N. Sand;
he of them also testified that Sobell
N scni two letters intended for his
i then in Mexico City, enclosed
B cnvelopes addressed to the wit-
R On: of these witnesses testified
M Sobell had told him that he was
Lid te return to the U, S, army
< 0 he already had seen a war, had
B crien~ed war, the government
reupcn prmluced the records to
b w that Sobell had never served in
E army.

-
-
-
ol
-
.
-

-
-
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¥ he foregoing was the only evi-
M. e against Sobell. The trial judge
tructe.l the jury, "l you do not
icve the testimony of Max Elit-
1 as it pertains 10 sobell, then you
i .. acc vit the defendant Sobell.”
¢ jury believed Elitcher, although
« witress admitted that he knew
: had tommitied perjury in 1047
jopply.ng for a government posi-
&, in ixccuting a loyalty oath and
8 concealing the fact that he was
; 2oy Connnunist, He admitted also
E;; A, (v 1he 1 he was interrogated ahout
;

-

A - W sobell case by the FBEn 1950,
1 E“"’ SRY. told him that they knew he was
P . Jopimeanist, and that he was then
| S Tul that hei‘would be prosecuted
LT 8 nerjury. The trial judge, on the

.. of Llitcher’s testimony, sen-
.ed Sohell w0 thirty years in the
a iir‘nllpr\'._

Since the evidence against Sobell
was obviously so inconclusive, the
question arises as to why he was
found guilty. There are several
answers:

1. The most potent factor was that
although Sobell and his co-defend-
ants, the Rosenbergs, had not been
iadicted and ostensibly were not
being tried on the charge of being
Communists, the U. 5. attorney, in
his opening statement, introduced
that element inio the case by vigor-
ously charging that the loyalty of
the defendants was “"not to our couf-
try, but ... to communism,” and by
referring to them as “iraitorous
Americans’” guilty of “iraitorous ac-
tivities” and “treasonable acts.” This
despie the fact that the defendams
were not on trial for treason. Fol.
Jowing this line, the government n-
troduced extensive and colortul test-
imony of Harry Gold and the ubig
gitous Elizabeth Bentley with re-
spect o their respective activities in
behall of the Communists: each had
a Roman haoliday on the stand. The
trial court lx’rmittéd this testimony
even though neither Gold or Bentley
knew either Sobell or the Rosen-
bergs, and the name of Sobell was
not_mentioned in the testimony of
either.

When the defendants objected to
this line ol evidence, the trial judge
hetd that the inguiry was proper as
going to the motive of the delend-
ants to commit the acts charged
against them. (The U. S. Circuit
Court of Appeals subsequently up-
held his ruting). The wial judge
went on to caution the jurors that

they were “not to deweninine  the
guilt or innocence of a defendant on
whether or not he is a Communist.”
While such a performance by a trial
judge may be legally sound, in the
long run it is one of the less amiable
hypocrisies of the law. In these days,
repeatedly 10 call a defendant in 2
criminal case a Communist and then
expect him to get a fair trial before
a jury simply because the trial judge
directs the jury to disregard that
charge is either naive or insin-
cere,

2 Apparently ronvinced that there
was nat enough evidence to justify a
conviction, counsel for Sobell did
not permiL him (o take the stand;
that wits a4 nustake, as 11 NOW apears.

3. The 1rial judge repeater.l]y. in
the presence of the jurv, demon-
werated his hostility o the defendants
and their counsel. The Circuit Court
of Appeals held, however, that no
reversible error had been commitied
by him in this respect.

4. The government made it ap-

ar that Sobell had Aed o Mexico
in 1930 and that Mexico had de-
ported him; it even offered in evi-
dence a card in the possession of the
U. S. immigration authorities on
which appeared the phrase, "“De-

rted from Mexico.”

Sobell and the Rosenbergs lost
their appeal to the circuit court by
a two-to-one decision. Judge Jerome
Frank, in a dissenting opinion,
argued that Sobell was entitled 10 a
new trial on the ground that the evi-
dence established, if anything, two
separate conspiracies: (a) a com
spiracy between Rosenberg and So-
bell to solicit and obtain Elitcher’s
aid in espionage activities and to
send military engineering and hre-
control information to Europe; (b)
a conspiracy between Rosenberg,
Greenglass and Gold to send atomic
information to Russia, with which
conspiracy Sobell was not even rc-
motely linked by any evidence. Judge
Frank held that trying Sebell jointly
with defendants charged with an-
other conspiracy, with which he
had no connection, was grave, re-
versible error.

BUT the majority of the Circuit
Court of Appeals held that there
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» error of law, and the Supreme
has steadfastly refused to re-
b he record. As succinctly stated
g. Justice Black: “This Court
Ml ver reviewedjthis record and
-ver affirmed the fairness of the
1t seems incredible that in a
.| case, in which two defendants
e the death sentence and the
a thi:ty-year sentence, the Su-
Couri refuses 1o take jurisdic-
to ascertzin whether they had
, [air crial. This is parliculnrly
P in v'ew of the [act that even
Wc Circait Court of Appeals the
\dants did not have a hearing
the sufficiency of the evidence
R i<iain the convictions against
As stated by Judge Frank:
Where trial is by jury, this
is not allowed to consider the
Lility ol witnesses of the relia-
of westimony. Particularly in
Bicdera  judicial system, that is
Eury's wovince.”

ather, wards, once a jury, into

ears are drummed the word
munists” and who are hearing
M- belore a judge obviously un-
a(lly to the defendants, finds the
W [ants guilty, then therealter
B o review can find that the
as wrong in its verdict.
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Conironted with this situation,
counsel for Sobell has had to rely
on 2 different approach

Sobell and his family left the
United States. for Mexico in 1950;
there was considerable doubt as to
their reasons for leaving. If they left
under circumstances indicating 2
consciousness of guilt, that would
be a potent, perhaps a conclustve,
factor in the minds of the jury. If,
on the other hand, their stay there
was to be temporary, or, more con-
vincingly, if they returned to the
United States before Sobell had been
indicted, then this assumption of a
consciousness ol guilt would be elim-
inated. 1t was, therefore, an impor-
tant link in the government's case
to prevent Sobell’s voluntary return.
The U. 8. government prevented
such a return by having the Mexican
secret police seize Sobell in Mexico,
rush him to Laredo, Texas, and
there turn him over to the U. §. Im-
migration Service. That this was
done without any judicial process,
and without any hearing, is incon-
trovertible, 1t was an abduction,
even involving physical assault.

To make ity charge even SLroNger,

the government somehow produced

and offered in evidence a card pur
porting to be a document prepared

and kept by an immigration inspec-
tor of the Immigration Service
bearing the legend, “Deported irom
Mexico.” Since there had been no
deportation procedure of hearing
in Mexico, the enury was patently in-
correct. That it did incalculable
damage to Sobell’s cause in the eyes
of the jury cannot be doubted.

COUNSEL for Sobell has filed a pe-
tition before the same trial judge
who sentenced him, setting forth
the facts as to the alleged deporta-
tion and asking lor a new trial. The
petition alieges that the prosecut-
ing authorities had knowingly, wil-
fully and intentionally used false
and perjurious testimony, had made
false representations to the court
and had suppressed evidence which
would have impeached and refuted
testimony given against Sobell.

1t the trial judge rejects the de-
fense petition, counsel will doubt-
less present the matter 10 the Gir-
cuit Court of Appeals. 'That court
will then be squarely confronted
with the question as to whether a
conviction obtained by such meth-
ods will be upheld as the basis for
a thirty-year sentence to a defendant
against whom there was 80 little
reliable evidence.

NOW IS THE TIME
seription to The Nation.
changes, in America's o
That's why we're making this special offer for
scribe at the special rate of 83.00 for 31 weeks. (You save
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vsorshiopers 1o have to swallow.

bism, for it has no soul It’s more
ikely that they did s0 on a gamble
f a pain in the cold war, even
risking the derision and scorn of
\hose they would woo to their
B ide.

¥ Wer . there such a guilt as this

& in the United States were it. possi-
file for some such great error as
talin.sm to get its evil held upon
Rhis 1 ation—I feel confident that
{he United States would purge itself
of the error. I feel this with abiding
faith, for I know that Democracy
does have a soul.
| And I believe that this nation Is
Jiound:-d on the principles of De-
p :mgeracy.

With this in mind, I cannot
unquestionably accept the verdict
of Judge Irving R. Kaufman ol
the Southern District Court of
New York on the appeal of Morton
Sobe’l from the confines of Al-
catra : for a new trial on his con-
victivn as an atom spy.

Tru: most news accounts of the
Sobel* appeal brushed the matter
off 5 completely communist-in-
spired, just as were the appeals
for clemency of Julius and Ethel
Rosenberg brushed off.

The Rosenbergs, you will remem-
Liver, were executed at Sing Sing
Y s they proclaimed their innocence
49 atom spies, Their exccution wus
protested throughout the world,
§ from Pope Pius to suspected com-
munis sympathizers,

k. Mor.on Sobell was sentenced to
L 30 yeuws in' prison as one of the
- Rosen serg “gpy ring.” He claims he
. s inrocent, A big, thick book en-
- titled, “The Judgement of Julius
and bLihel Rosenberg” claims he is
innocent.

I dc not know where truth lies—
whether in the aotion of Judge
Kaufn.an In brushing off the Sobell
appea, or whether within the pages
of this book, I know that Judge
§ Kaufn an—who presided, incidental-
ly, at the original trial, professes

By THE EDITOR

§  When the Kiemlin began to dethrone the dead Stalin as the kindly
vfather” of modein Russia, surely it was a bitter pill for the dictator's

The communists were having to admit error—to a gigantic lie that
Foould rock the world with the realization that communism, for several
decades, had been doubly hoodwinking a believing people, had knowingly
llowed horror to be masked behind a benign smile.

For reasons not entirely fathomable, the heirs of Stalin’s throne
decided to make a clean breast of it. It's unlikely that they did so to

t:v to cleanse the soul of commu-#

belief in what he terms American-
ism—the Americanism of truth,
nonesty and justice. He said re-
cently, “Since, like our communist
opponents, we do not rewrite his-
tory or suppress news of the mis-
takes we make . .." And he guotes
J. Edgar Hoover's statement as @
guide for Americang: “We can suc-
cessfully defeat the communist at-
tempt to capture the United States
by fighting it with truth and jus-
tice . . . "

If this is truly the philosophy
of Judge Kaufman, then 1 believe
he should have granted Morton
Sobell a new trial, for then he
could have settled once and for ali
the question of whether or not
the United. States has made a
grievous mistake.

I do not say that this govern-
ment has made such a mistake
concerning Morton Sobell—and, if
his were such, then a still more
horrible one concerning the Roseti-
bergs.

1 only know that John Wexley's
“The Judgement of Julius and Ethel
Rosenberg”’—fully documented, pre-
sumably completely authentic—
raises a trcmendous question. Ifs

reading caused me sleepless nights,
and stitred an uncomfortable doubt.

I scanned the newspapers after
reading it to see what the govern-
ment was going to say about the
charges it made—for I felt they were
charges, with documentation, that
could not be treated merely . with
silence. I saw no denials from Mr.
Hoover, the Justice department, the
prosecutors in the case—including
one Roy Cohn, the attorney who
later became a pet of Joseph Mc-
Carthy and thoroughly discredited
for his dishonesty in trying to
secure Army favors for his partner,
David Schine, and for faking photo-
graphs to embarrass Army brass.

[l

i reprinted a3 » public service by

" he Committee to Secure Justice for Morton Sobell
; 940 Broadwsy, N. Y. C.

AL 4.998}

1 saw no denials, but 1 began to
see reviews of the book—reviews
from papers throughout the nation
and in Canada. One was written
by an old friend, Margot Jackson,
book critic for the Akron Beacon
Journal. She, too, was wondering
where the denials were. The other
critics were asking, asking—demand-
ing.

Jurists, university professors,
thoughtful people everywbere be-
gan asking for more truth about
the Sobell case.

The only thing that happened
was that a congressional commit-
tee suddenly, and for no Teasoh
whatever, paraded two others con-
victed in the Rosenberg-Sobell
trials before them, and they made
dramatic, but pat, statements about
what & horrible thing they bad
done in spying on their country.
Having read of these two people
—one & convicted perjurer—in the
Wexley book, their statements
before the committee—statements
brought forth with no connection
whatsoever to any investigation
today—left me cold.

The committee, however, did not
summon Morton Sobell before it,
as they should have done if they
were completely honest.

What is Sobell’s conlention of
innocence? John Wexley’s beok, in
what seems to be a painstaking
probe of the whole matter, contends
that the major crime of Morton
Sobell was that he lost faith for a
time in his government. He admits
that he went to Mexico to get away
from what he felt was an atmos-
phere growing too much like Nazi
Germany's, but he did not “flee”
to Mexico, He went under his own
name, with a passport, and with
his family, on an snnounced vaca-
tion,

Wexley's account of his “kidnap-
ping” in Mexico makes hair-raising
reading. And his decumentation of
that alleged forced return-—so he
could be presented at the trial as
a “fleeing” spy—gives a lover of
ltruth moments of discomfort that
kad even physical repercussions.

Lack of proof of Sobell's link with
tie Rosenberg’s, together with Wex-
ley's account of the kind of evidence
used against them, is soul-disturbe
ing.

As 1 may, I do not know where
truth lies. But I cannot brush the
whole matter off as the very
biased news staries on it brushed
it of. And I am not alone in this
feeling of discomfort—the New York
Times has been filled with letters
from » ch as Bertrand Russell in
Fngland, thoughtful people in
¥rance, ‘rom others atound the
nation which all raise that big
question:

“Id the United States make a
grievous e

The way to make certain is for

the appc of Scbell in a higher
court to . granted, for a Democ-
racy cil Yien with possible guilt
3:1 ; ining -2y indivis
[tH]
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From the desk of: Ted Jacobs
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MEXICAN LEGAI AUTHORITIES SAY !'DIGNITY OF MEXICO!

DEMAIDS REVIET OF MORTON SQBELL CASE

3
+
'

NE¥ YORE, Dec. 26--Prominent Mexican atterneys are reported to be cenvinced
fot "uhe dignity of Mexico" demands a re-examination of the case ~f liorton Seobell,

v Bcording to Ia Cemana, a leading Hexican magazine.

E 1 was learned in Yew Yark todey thet the Mavember issue of la Semana carries
h‘ B article reporting a belief among llexican legal gutharities that the laws and
) ereignty of Mexice were blatantly viclated by the seizure of Sobell and his

p-ily from Mexicen zoil in August, 1950,

p S:bell, serving 30 years in Alcatraz en a charge of conspiracy te commit

v
1 L.
Y 43 L]
i
!

Epiunige, is eppealing to the U, 5. Court of Appeals in his effort to prove his

T B aceice and esteblish that his trial was fraudulent.

His anpeal charges thet the proseputors, without knewledge or participation of

8- ice: authorities, kidnapped him and his femily while they werd vacaetioning in

R¥::ico City. Then, Sebell asserts, the prosecutors deceived the courts with per-

*

Bred testimony by claiming he had been lavfully deperted by the iiexican authorities.

. fyrtheimere, Sobell's appeal argues, his illegal seizure vislated a U,S.-Mexican

4
eaty. and therefore the U.S. ccurts lacked the gsovereign power to try him.

U el

°

In an article headlined, "The Dignity of Mexics Demands Review of Scbell case,”

PO

.
-
-
H ~ -

Semt.nn gtated: "le knew that several eminent legal autherities have been can-

8 ted and have given uriferm legal opinions that such violations completely

.“h 5irive the court which tried Sobell of its competence and nullify the sentence
r‘ . .

%; B inst him."

o . The mégazine reperted discussion of the case at a recent meeting of the
'T.i edersr ¢f Fenal Sciences, where it was stated that Mexico must see theat the
- 4 tion for citizens and foreigners and the

K. .raxteen centained 1n cur Censtitu
¥ laticny of extradition treaties i
R icar dignity is compremised by the interference of fere
. Tlie megazine said questions which "greatly interest Mexico' include:

- limw cruld Merton Sobell have been dragged froem his heme in liexico City witheut
% rraer of cempetent authority acting upon constitutional laws?

¥ Wi, could he cross eur frontier, passing by liexican Immigration authorities,

T h¢ had been deprived, as it has been shown, of his papers ef identity by
(l: selzers?
. "Ihat validity has the judgment against him from the moment that his
-live¥y to the ccurt was mace in violation of civil rights, of the internal
d.u 0 liexich and above all, af the Rxtrudition Trealy in force between
B i Aand the Mited Btatos?”

- . { WA A

n force must be respected; for étherwise
ign authorities.”

., "‘L"&"‘f"ss‘.f‘?‘? - NI
T ' NI
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COMMITTEE TO SECURE JUSTICE FOR MORTON SOBELL
940 Broadway, New York 10, N. Y. . AL 4-9983

From the desk of: Ted Jacobs

FTI}1 STRIP AVAILABLE ON MORTCN SOBELL CASE

A film strip dealing with the case of Morton Sobell
is available free of charge for showings by organizations,
clnbs, churches, and other groups seeking information
about the Snbell case.

qobell is appealing to the courts for the
opportunity to prove his innocence of the Teconspiracy
to commit esplonage® charge on which he was sentenced
to 30 years of imprisonment. His case has captured
pu?lic attention here and abroad, with many eminent
persons appealing in his behalf on grounds that a
miscarriage of justice occurred.

The film strip can be obtained from the Committee

to Secure Justice for Morton Sobell, 940 Broadway,

New York City.
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by ETHEL ROSENBERG

You shall know, my sons, shall know

- .

why we leave the song unsung,
the book unread, the work undone

to rest beneath the sod.

Mouwrn no more, my sons, no more

i

why the lies and smears were framed,

the tears awe shed, the hurt we bore

197 A

15
M e

to all shall be proclaimed.

Earth shall smile, my sons, shall smile
and green above our resting place,
the killing end, the world rejoice

in brotherhood and peace.

Work and build, my sons, and build
a monument to love and joy,
to hunian worth, to faith we kept

for you, my sons, for you.

Monument by George Salendre, Paris, 1954 Ossivive, N. Y., Jan. 24, 1953
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Between Book Ends

Shaky Evidence
WAL Justice powgr, br Melcalm 9. gpa.p.
{Monthly luvlow-hul, s pgs, 33.80.)
"Thlsdbook Is an analysis of the com- Mr. Sharp
Plleated record of the Rosenberg case. i
The author s a law Trving Saypol

t this case.” For
University of the Rosenbergs

about the com
Punishment.

1f later evidence,

of the re

The rec
matter of fact,
L'Osservatore Roma

Prof. Sharp's main Point is that the
conviclion of the Rosenbergs was
caused by ihe testimony of unrelfable
witnesses, These wilnesses were the
Rosenbergs' alleged accomplices, whp,
according to Mr. Sharp, Presumably es.
taped prosecution or 80t off with com-

The chief Supporling evidence was a
ceriain hollowed-out table which the
Rosenbergs were

Supposed  lp  yge

{for  secret micro.

{ilming: |t never

Mmaterialized, at the

trial, beyond a pho-

tograph, ang the

2uthor contends

that the sinister

Nature of 3 cheap

table which the

long and dreary

Rosenbergs dld own THOMAS H. ELIOT,
— TTASH

wask a [abrication
of the prosecution’s
witnesses,
For some {hijc
Heorod Usey book will rajes dis.
turbing doubix ps
te validity of oyr system of eriminal

reprinted as a public service by

ommittee to Secure Justice for Morton Sobel]
940 Broadway. N.Y C AL 49983

tually, for clemency
Now for Mr, Shear

word has been written b

an eminent nuclear scie

book a fore.
¥ Harold Urey,

. the possible
bellef could not safely
any reader, including th
viewer, without first un

validity of this
be assessed by
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COMMITTEE TO SECURE JUSTICE FOR

940 Broadway, New York 10, N. Y. e AL 4-9983
From the desk of: Ted Jacobs "‘{\ e b‘l&
R .
APPEALS COURT ASKED TO_FREE MORTON 'SOBELL:." -
BECAUSE OF FRAUD BY PROSECUTORS | N
.\.\ \ ) \
TN
Judge Kanfman Charged with Refusal \\\ N x"‘
Tr Censider New Evidence of Prosetution Per jury ° \\<§\‘\ '\ \\\d

\ \ o
NEW YORK, Dec.l2--The U.S. Court of Appeals today\was asked \\
\

\
to free Morton Sobell from a 30-year sentence on grounds that the

.r’

Appeals Court itself, as well as the trial court, nhad been the
v.ctim of fraud and deceit by the prosecution.

i Attorneys for Sobell, who is fighting for an opportunity to
establish his innocence and prove that his trial was fraudulent,

asked the Appeals Court to direct a verdict of acquittal, to

grant & new trial, or order a hearing on the new evidence showing

that the prosecutors used perjured testimony and deceived the

eourts.
Two vigorously written briefs, totalling 160 printed pages,

attacked lower court Judge Irving Kaufman for refusing to grant

SSbell a hearing.

Judge Kaufman was charged with failure to consider %ny of

t1e new evidence. The briefs charged him with showing a striking

disregard for the misconduct of the prosecution and seeking to

excuce it by claiming that Sobell had not been diligent enough

ia exposing this misconduct.

! Sobellts attorneys accused Judge Kaufman of nplandly ignoring" LT

the findings of the Appeals Court in the case, and erroneously

characterizing the facts and the nature of the prosecution’s fraud,
Sobellt's attorneys told the Appeals Court that 1t had been

diaceived when told by the prosecution that Sobell had been

lzgally deported from Mexico and that the prosecution had nothing

ﬁa_do with it. The new evidence; the brief said, proves that

Sobell was never doporto§. but that Sobell and his wife and

A I W
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children were jllegally kidnapped from Mexican scil by prosecution
gacents without knowledge of any Mexican authorities.
._ The briefs state that the prosecution resorted to this fraud
o give a false impression of Sobell as a fugitive--a claim
oY ceded to bolster the weak case against Sobell.
] Sobell's attorneys quoted the Appeals Court finding that the
:urosecutlon did in fact claim that Sobell had been 1egally
; ;-eported from Mexico. U.S. Attorney Williams stated before
é:“ jJudge Kaufiman that the prosecution never meant to imply that

g ¥sobell was "legally" deported. By accepting Williams! version;
2 Ethe briefs said, Judge Kaufman ignored the findings of the
3 ? igher court.
"h_ - Sobell's attorneys challenged U.S. attorney Paul Williams
u  gco either refute or accept the validity of the new evidence.
L_?; he prosecutors accused in the brief include Roy Cohn, who
i"‘_'_-v‘;'su.‘rrequently became aide to Senator McCarthy, and Irving Saypol,

ow.-a New York State judge.

. The Sobell briefs said that the prosecution had violated
Bour nation's treaty obligations with Mexico by invading Mexican
Qsovereignty and sejizing Sobell--an action protested by Mexican

- utrorities. As a result of this viclation, the U.5. did not

lavp the right to try Sobell, the briefs said.

* S &

By permitting such actions, Sobell's attorneys charged

;Judge Kaufman sets a precedent that makes a mockery of inter-

gnational treaties and runs counter to our State Department's

§onncunced policy of respect and observance of agreements

Bbetvieen nations,
[Y

i "It is particularly true in this case," Sobell's attorneys

. R A R
Sgwwee s L L st L
P . LT .
- L ees oA e

o

LA

'said, nthat the ability of our courts to recognize and undo

B

g rorg, a characteristic of our democratic tradition, will do
screst service to our nation and further enhance the prestige
of cur courts. Our heritage requires thaﬁ questions concerning

! he'corruptioﬁ of justice be brought to the attention of the

,couﬁts, where they will be accorded the most careful scrutiny
ith all the protections of a judicial hearing."
Sobell's attorneys euoted Chief Justice Warren of the

Supreme Court as saying: . "The dignity of the United

|
]
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States Government will not permit the convictlion o:.any person
& on tainted testimony...The government of a strong and free

.; nation does not need convictions based upon such testimony¥
~ Sobell was convicted of "conspiracj to commit espionage“

in 1651 in the trial with Julius and Ethel Rosenberg, and wds

: sentenced to 30 years by Judge Kaufman, who presided at the

: trial. Sobell's attorneys had asked Judge Xaufman to step

B .site and permit another judge to consider Sobell's new

: Appeale, but Judgé Kaufman refused. Ir receht yeafs; many

; eminent Americans have stated ph%iidly thdt they believe

B sobell is innocent and should have a new trial.

Sobell's attorneys submitting the briefs include the

firm of Frank Donner; Arthur Kinoy and Marshall Perlin of

§3L2 Madison Ave., New York City; Benjamin Dreyfus of San

Frar eigco; and Dr. Iuis Sanchez Ponton, profesgsor of law

at the University of Mexico and formerly Minister of

Fducation of that country.
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Nabional Comnittce to Secure Justioce for Morten Sobell
. ;050 gixth Ave., New York 18, M.Y. 10 49585

N
.
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FOR TLIEDILTE RELEASE

B STIATOR LAWGER ASES JUSTICE

i FOR MORTOI SOBZLL

i : .
Z = NEY YORK, SEPT.Z0-~United States Semator ¥4lliam langer (R-1%,D.), before
% & cheering crowd of 1800 persons at Carnegle Hall, last night called Mrs, llorton

M Soboll to the rostrum and made the followlng plecge:

f ) fyrg. Sebell,” said Semator langer, "As a member of the Semate Juciciary
: Comittee, I will do everything I can to see that your husband, Morton Scbell,

gete Justice,"”
- Sebell, condemned ta 30 years on a charge of "conspiracy to commit espionage”

S i, the trial vith Ethel and Julius Rosenberg, is imprisoned in Alcatraz and
@ Cigiting for & mew trial, The Committee to Secure Justice fer liorten Sobell,
which sponsored last night!s mesting, has appealed to the Senate Sub~Cermittes
on Comstitutionmal Rigchts, of vhich Semator langer is a member, to investigate
? {1 Rosenberg-Sobell case to determine the facts,
' Senator Langer said that inflarmatery etories in the press and actions by

the ’;powerful nffice of the Attorney General to prejudlce public opinion agalinst
defendants oould prevent them from receiving Justice.

| ®Tt 1s the duty of an Attorney Gereral to see that no innocent man gets

g sent te prison, just as much as it is hig duty to convict the guilty," Senator

§ Langer sald,
The Sepator asgured the audience that his fellow Serators in Viashington were

just as interested as he was in seeing that Morton Scbell obtained full justice.
: ! He deseribed Alcatraz prisom, where Morton Sobell is being held, as the

B orst hell-hole" in the prison system and said he was glad the recommeniations

had heen made fer olesing the prison.
R b
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i : Tn apparent answer to oriticism of his appearing at a meeting in tehall of
B 1iorton Sobel.;., Senator langer gald firmly:

"] want you to kmow and I want the press to report that I am proud to be

nere at this meeting tonight."

The auli20e wasg &ls0 addressed DY Valde Frank, novelist and essayist,

"y gymbel of the America we &8ll yeve.t He sald

vho Goscribed The mecting as

w1 o think ef Morten Sgbell in Alcatrez.

: i +hot it wos penl
.{i‘. .
x . A standivg spaticn vas BITSD #o Tarren Ke Billings, vho gerved 23 years
‘ in prison aftor his conviction with T om Vooney in oneé of America’s mosc famous
cagas, B111ings. now 6% years old, exd Mooney were released from prisom after
i 1+ ‘rag proven £nat the case ageinst them wag 8 frame-ups

Myorton Sobell was placed in the same porition &s 1 was, Billings gaid.

The distrioct attorney threatened me that 3¢ I aidn'™ testify against Tom liooney

P he would hang Tem Mooney and he would hang me H00.

"7 aday, When they have TOre refined methods of praimmashing, they let
Morton Sobell lmow that Af he &idn't tegtify egainst the Rosonbergs, he would

14 have anything to testify anymore than

E ot in Alcatraz. But Morton Scbell doesn

I tad anything %o peostify," seld Billings.

o the meeting, nI gtand here before

_ 1 mRese Sobell, mother of Sobells declared t

Geo( and men and sWear that my sen 18 4nnocent.”

e A
M

Eoitors notet The toxt of Semator lanpger's speech 35 avellable
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940 Broadway, New York 10, N. Y. . - AL 4-9983
h) From the desk of: Ted Jacobs
)
a COLUMNIST IN MADISON CAPITOL TIMES

URGES NEW TRIAL FOR MORTON SOBELL

NEW YORK, Aug. 2--Columnist August Derleth, writing in the

Madisoﬂ} Wisconsin, Capitol Times, has stated that Morton Sobell

tshould have a new trial, it was learned today by the Committee

Mto Secure Justice for Morton Sobell.

Derleth, in reviewing the book, #The Judgment of Julius and

EZthe1 Rosenberg®, by John Wexley, said a reassessment was needed

of the Rosenberg-Sobell case. He said: "One phase of the re-

3} ssc ssment ought not to be delayed any longer. OSobell deserves

B-rnother trial and a new investigation.™

-

Sobell, imprisoned in Alcatraz on a 30-~year sentence and

- ccused of “conspiracy to commit espionage®, is appealing to

'y .
fhe courts for his freedom or a new trial.

)
v
L]

The text of Derleth's column, which appeared June 28, is

;s follows:

WTHE GUILT AND THE GUILTY:--In retrospect, the case of the
Rosenbergs and Morton Sobell raises some provocative and
disturbing questions. John Wexley, who is admittedly partisan
onr the side of the defense, has written an exhaustive book of
some 672 pages about the case under the title of THE JUDGMENT
OF JULIUS AND ETHEL ROSENBERG (Cameron & Kahn, $6}, a book
which, despite its obvious bias, makes it manifest that the
Amerijcan public did not have at any time an adequate state~
m:nt lof all the facts pertinent to the case--not alone because
m.iny of those facts never reached the press by design, not
a.one because the evidence on which conviction was obtained
wis questionable, to say the very least, but also because the
defense of the Rosenbergs and Sobell was far too involved in
Communist propaganda to do its best for the defendants.

"The Rosenbergs dead were of far more use to the Communists
tlan the Rosenbergs alive, and the government was 100 involved
iT jits witch hunt to be as impartial as justice demands.

"Mr. Wexley reconstructs all the events preceding the trial.
Hi: gives full sketches of the prineipals and the witnesses, in-
cluding that self-confessed liar, and ex~Communist, Harry Gold.
H3 details the trial, It is possible, finally, to throw out
all HMr. Viexley's inferences, theories, ans conclusions, and you
are atill left with the uneasy feeling, expressed by atomic

. ssientisy Marcld 9!!!p!th§tﬁ' ¢ aonviction 'failed to meet the

\ . e e
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standards of American justice.! Moreover, it seems clear that
Morton Sobell, sentenced to 30 years in prison, ought to have
a retrial, one in which the testimony against him ought to be

examined with the greatest precision.

"One of the puzzles of our time is the willingness of the
federal government to accept as bona fide the testimony of
confessed liars, who have professed themselves reformed
Communists, even over that of honest men and women who have
never fallen for the Communist line. That is only one of the
puzzjing aspects of the Rosenberg-Sobell case, for the
evidénce given by Gold and Elitcher, for instance, is in-
credible on the face of it, and assumes an ever worse
aspect in the light of the past of these two witnesses.

¥ oH

w"In the white heat of cold-war years' prejudice, it was
jmpossible to look upon the case dispassionately. Time,
however, has a way of setting all things into perspective,
and it will undoubtedly put the Rosenberg-Sobell case into
a different light as the years go by. THE JUDGMENT OF
JULIUS AND ETHEL ROSENBERG is not likely to alter the
prevailing opinion on the case, arrived at in the heat
of the witch-hunt and by means of only a partial picture,
put it is a beginning on the road toward a final re-
assessment of the popular verdict, and an ultimate re-
judgment which is likely to be different from the national

verdiet of the year of the trial.

nOne phase of the reassessment ought not to be delayed
any longers Sobell deserves another trial and a new in-
vestigation. An increasingly impressive nunber of leaders
in various fields, from Sir Bertrand Russell to Scientist
Urey, have already raised their voices in Sobell's behalf.,
It is not alone the question of the degree of Sobell's
ilt--or, for that matter, of the Rosenbergst--that is

gu
of primary concern, but the interests of American fair
play. Meanwhile, I venture to suggest that anyone who

reads Mr. Wexley's book with an open mind, bearing before
him always the author's obvious prejudice for the defendants
and discounting proportionately, is likely to come away from
these pages disagreeably disturbed.™
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-4 No Martyrs Here

¢ Nor A Person

WE DON'T LIKE martyys. We want no
ne to be made 2 hero because they weren't
allowed to appest on campus. Theretore, we

k\\'-.:luume Dean Williamson's decision, and

q the =enitle conymitiee un student affans

)‘ccnmmendutiou, that Mrs. Helen Subell be
allowed to speak here LoMOrrow.

World's Largest College Circulation

Vol. 56 Minneapolis, Mions, Thurtday, Dee. 2, 1954 No. 82 ‘

7 We want no opportuniiies for anyone to
He’en Sobe,, S Talk say the University is infringing ol the

American traditions of free apeech or as-
sembly.

Approved by Dean < me i

D ¢ students E G. Wil 4 d {he educational value of Mys. Sobell's speech,
ean of students L. L. illismson yesterday approve T ahe s L .
“ywith some reluctance” the appearance of Mrs. Helen Sobell that fhe_““ here speaking for 2 pet:-c:m.xl
at a Suvcialist club meeting at 3:30 p.m. Friday in 138 Ford cause.”” Yet her personal cause, as vutlined
haik

She is the wife of Marton Sobell, who was impvioned with gxe-
cuted atomic spies Julius and Ethel RuSenbera. Sabell was convicled

el -~ - - - | 514.
A xS AT
e e

lown hatarvas bow

al Harangue

to us in a memo cirenluted by the student
aetivities bureau, is une coneerning hasic
American rights: fair trial and penalty fit-
ting the crime.

MRS, SOBELL FEELS these rights wert

violated under the Americun judicial svstem.
She has u vight o Le heard.

Socialist club will he the loser il Mrs.
Qubell's speech s merely a persoual harangue.
Nesponsible people have urged that she be
allowed to speak here. The dean has passed
ou Lhe elub’s request to sponsor her.

She has been given the nppurtunity to b
heard by Universily people. She and hdr
sponsor now have the obligation to see that
the talk is worthwhile. .

om n chatge of conspitucy 0 comniit CEpLmMLIES, although there was no p— P
actual charge nf_e:;pmn‘u-,:v jtself. ) somethang etz of great signifi- © COMMENTING on the dcan's ‘
. N:I'F._S"'DL'H is \ouviug the f‘n}tn‘l')' inan et to et her 1‘“-‘“{“_“4 cance to all of us at the Univer- statement, Socialist club secretaty
n n::‘\» [1_1'4\ and Lo zet him Lransferied from Aleatraz to a wuve lib sity. David Herreshoff said his first re-
eral” puison. K i ) . action was one of satisfaction and
- Mus. Sohell contends that the trial wias condacted inun atmazphere “N‘ext week I want to meet with that he hoped th Uni s'tl would
T e ) N M the SCSA and request that a spe- ) I e U niversity wou
of “near hysteria” becalse of the Korean wit, X i P continue to be a def der of th
' R . . cial committee be formed to work a defender ¢
- SENATE COMMITTEF, oa student affairs (SCSA) Tuesduy rec- " : . . tradition of frewd coienct
o : with my staff in formuliatiog. some itien of frevdom, cowsclenst,
ommntended that Mrs. Sobell be allowed to speak. The recommuendation guidelines 5o that future stud and Liberty of expression H
wiz made wihout Dean Williimusen or Saciuliat club embers prosend. e uture Sty ent “Hawev I fi T
mad - ? clul T ool projects may center emphasis more QAWLNET, nd it difficult Lo
Wwith some reluctanty, 1 ame APPLOVIRE the reguest of the Seciulist B ; anderstund how 1 1L s
MR T o o squarely upon the educational con- erstund how Dean Williamson
club to present Mrs. Helen Sobell as 8 speaker for their Friday meet- an hold ini :
S h o hEt ' tent and value for us of these can hold an opinioy of the educas
ing,” Dean wil W inoa wyitien statement, ¥in line with yes- N tional val f N !
3 i, o . and othet kinds of programs cspe- onal value of a speeeh he has not
terday’s recommendation of the SCSA. . A . ' heard,” Herreshofl )
g I . . ; — cially those involving speakeTs rd,” Herreshofl stated.
am soity 1 was unuble to attend the meeting of the conumittee g A : - “Th 1y way . X
. o3 . . - L . . . rom outside the University e only way to judge such a |
and explain that I continue to expericnce difficulty in sedng thnt this . speech is 1o hear it. Qur ¢lub will ..
speaker's topic provides opportunity for ouv students te learn some #This would scem 1o me ta be be glad to pnrticipa;te in any dis.i To———
new slants on some national lssue. the meaning of the senate’s poliey cussion regardi - ici
o o e o A rarding future policits
IT SEEMED 1o me to be a personal cuuse thut may have little of 1446 spelling out the scope and of the University respecting rights
educational value for ws unless the spaaker wness her oppovtunity 19 srnbemt 6 sgredept org.: ted pre- of R g SR
R e e | | . . - " - L Calllpus Orguttizatliongs 1w nvite
expliin smne alleged weakness in our system of juslice or scontilky, of grams. ppeakers.” l
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By Norman Larson
Daily Staff Writer
A woman whose husband currently is serving a
£0-year term in Aleatraz on 2 ¢onspiracy TOnv
tion will come to campus tonmorrow to speak at
University Socialist club meeting.
Who is this woman and what is her message?
She is Mrs. Helen Sobell, whose hembund, Morton,
was indicted with David Greenglass and Julius: and
Ethel Rosenberg on a charge of conspiracy to vio-
late the Espionage act of 1917. He was convicted,

DAL U

charge.

PWV

A

° (sther facts and the full trial record are available at:
£ N.TioNAL COMMITTEE TO SECURE JUSTICE FOR MORTON SOBELL

M 1050 Sixth Avenue ° New York 18, N. Y. ¢ LO 4-9585

o

On Feb, 25, 19
the espionage ch
A news story i

farch 29, 1951, and afterwards sentenced to 30
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The Story of Mor

years imprisonment.

Duvid Greenglass re ‘
The Rogenhergs were sentenced to die and were ¢

ie-  executed in the summer of 1953.

a Mrs. Greenglass
co-conspirators but were not A

Mrs. Sebell was not implicated in the conspiracy

3h

AN

uﬁ"‘ _#Qobell contended in his uppeal

¢

ceived: a 1B-year sentence, §°C

and Hurry Gold were named as
amed as defendents.

i
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52, the US court of appeals upheld w"b
avge «f Morton Sobell." * H B
n the New York Times the fullew-"

ing day says that Sobell was e
charged generally with being zi_.“’ ’
member of the conspiracy but. not
accused of having anything to do
with obtaining atom soevels, as G ff
were the Roesenbergs. l
The government charged Sobell ‘
with turning over radar and elec- 'i,
tronies data to the ring while em-\ﬂl ’

* ployed by General Electric.

The Times article continues: "\‘

,{U
V
severed from the Rosenberg’s be- &
cause two conspivacies were ‘
charged and he was accused of :i
taking purt in only one of them.
He contended that going to trial
with the Rosenberg’s was highly
préjudiced to his case.”

On April 8, 1952, the US court

of appeals denied Scbell a rehears s
ing.
Then, on Oct, 13, 1052, the US
Supreme Court rejected Sobell’s
>

that his trial should have been

plea at the same time it vejecied a
plea from the Rosenberg’s.

Mrs. Sobell now is touring the
countyy in an effort to obluin her
husband®s Lransfer from Alculvaz
to .a more lenient institution. She
also may prosent some argumicnts -\‘

+ {o support A new trial for her bhus- y
v band.
% The scnate commiltee on stud-
" ent affairs (SCBA) vecommended 7V,

approval of Mrs. Sobell’s campus f"
appearance at jts Monday meeting. \‘
Dean of students E. G. Williamson >
yesterduy issued a statement al-
lowing Mrs. Sobell to come to cam-

- pus, although the dean said he s

" gave such approval “with some re-
juetance.”

speak in other midwestern citien, i
oy .

VAR T AR

Mrs. Sohell has no other spouke 3
ing engagements in the Twin Cit- S
jegs although she i8 planning to
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Jord Russell's
ithout foun-
he hysterical.
Ibf his sccom-

.8
Rion—h.s sort

. his r'puta-

R his retter.

- to a:sociat with Lord
BN h -his letie
1 thet the
Y to Ingiire further, seek
i&htion f,om Lord Ruassell
plit 1 in his second
Ll eigh his
. Your corre-
b1y piped shrill polemics
bout iine young F.B.I
have known,
it Lo-d Russell's cialm
remarks which were

d to discredit him. This’

Lord Russell replied:

To the Editor of the Manchester Guardian

Sir—~The letter from Professor
Perkins which appeared in your issue
of March 31 demands an answer. It is
possible to read through the whole of
the official report of the judicial pro-
ceadings in the Sobell case without
learning many of the most important
facts. Some, however, can be learnt
from the official report Professor
Perkins objects to my saying that
Sobell was condemned on the evidence
of Elitcher alone. As to this, Judge
Irving Kaufmen in his charge to the
jury said: " It you do not believe the
iestimony of Max Elitcher as it pertains
to Sobell, then yau must acquit the
defendant Sobell™ Elitcher's motives
for giving false testimon do not, of
course, appear in the o cial report.
But the interesting fact does appear
there that the chief agent in the prose-
cution was McCarthy's now discredited
henchman Cohn. )

1 should be glad to know how Pro-
fessor Perkins would defend the
Kidnapping of Sobell and the illegal
stamping of his card by the United
States immigration officer as * Depaorted
from Mexico.” As for the “ blanket
indictment ™ of the F.BIL, everybody
knows &t least the use that the F.B.L
has made of repentant Communists. 1t
is generally recognised In modern times
that confessions exiorted by torture in
past ages are unreliable, but it is
thought that testimony extorted from
condessed perjurors by the threat of
prosecution should be atcepted without
question.

Professor Perkins doubts whether my
letter can have any useful effect, 1
had hoped that it might induce 3
reexamination of Sobell's case in
America, though Professor Perkins's
Jetter makes me fear that 1 was too
oplimistic in this respect. To pass to
more genera! considerations. most
sarnestly desire good relations between
the United States and my country. and
I think it important that Americans
should realise what an obstacle to such
relations is created by authorised
injustice. The tases of Oppenheimer
and Lattimore did much harm in this
respect. and even more has been done
by the Rosenberg-Sobell case. It is not
only for the sake of justice, but also
for the preservation of Anglo-American
friendship that 1 think a revision of
Sohell's trtal imoportant. Such cases
supply smmunition for Communist
propaganda in Britain and Western

Europe, and do far more than most
Americans realise to help the
Communist cause.

Mr Wade N. Mack points out the

Jimitalions to the legal nowers ot the
F.BI. Has he never heard the ancient
~ruip ¥ Quis custodiet custades "? He
goes on o say that he has never known
a "thug " to work for the F.B.I. and
has never known of the F.B.I. beating
up anybody. This, 1 do not deny : but
I think be might remember Dr John-
son's remark, " Sir. what you don't

#

know would All a very large book.”
Mr Mack is mistaken in saying that
I implicate the Mexican Government.
On the contrary, it was not a party 1o
the action against Sobell ~ ~

Mr Corliss Lamont. of the well-
known American baoking tamily,
writes to me .

«1 was Tauch interested in the * New
York Times' story of March 27, piving
a summary of your views on the erul
Bureau of Investigation From my own
persanal experience 1 can assure you that
you have not exaggerated the situation.
you % iberals and Radicals throughout
ihe US.A. are fearful that the FBL is
tapping their ‘phone, has installed a secret
microphone in their living-room or car,
opens their mail, or goes over the contents
of their wasiepaper basket. ause 1
have an independent incomeé. I am not
bothered by such possibilities as much as
many other peopie.”

Mr Robert H. Rose seems to object
to my quoting facts which have never
reached the public and to acéuse me
of some secret source of knowledge. My
sources of knowledge were all in
published material. There is a very
full account both of the Rosenberg case
and of the Sobell case in a large book
called “ The Judgment of Julius
and Ethel Rosenberg " by John Wexley,
published by Cameron and Kahn, New
York. Mr Eimer Davis, the radio com-~
mentator. said after reading this :
« assuming that the record is here
correctly cited (and I have no reason
to suppose that it is not) 1 cannot
believe the testimony of Elitcher and
the Greenglasses, or much if any of
that of Harry Gold." There is a briel
summary in.a leaflet called * The Facts
in the Case of Morton Sobell” pub-
iished by “ The National Committee 10
Secure Justice for Morton Sobell,” 1050
Sixih Avenue, New York 18. There is
also B pamphlet called  U.S, Senator
Willlam Langer Asks Justice for
Morton Sobell,” and an informative
parmphlet published by the same com-
mittee called “ Atomic-Scientist Harold
Urey Asks Justice for Morton Sobell.”

Dr Harold Urey. who is a Nabel
Prize man of by no means Left-wing
opinion. said : * The intezrily of justice
as it is admiristered in the United
States is at stake ... Mr Sobeil was not
properly tried and the verdict and
sentence were oot justified.” Judge
Patrick H. O'Brien, Detroit, Michigan.
said : "' In accordance with our inherit-
ance as & liberty-loving nation I urge
the immediate release of Morton
Sobell.” Perhaps when Mr Rose has
.:::ﬁwd thlese documents he will admdt

my letier was not full of unsup-
pcirted cl]aims. I bofu
n conclusion. I capnot do better

oifer him the ad\.?ice which °h§h°£
kindly offers to me, *“ithal he re-
examine his facis. review his paucity
of knowedege of the case. re-evaluate
his emotiona] fervqur. restrain his
crusading zeal, and rewrite his letter.
=—Yours &« BERTRAND RUSSELL.

4] Queen's Road.- Richmond,

Surrey,
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’lfiﬂ“ed from page 2
bl ique  only lends colour to his needed i3 an American apologist who sgainst furthef publication has been
Lolaints. can set out the events occurring in sought. For myself, I have little doubt
se gelr-appolmed America since 1850 in a way which witl that they are substantlalg true.
doy, 1 &am confident, ihe nited States

B .ed why do these

i c sen for the United States geb meake i clearer 10 gians and L

- motional when America is reterred  Europeans than it is_now. that the will be as ashamed of these trials a3
they already Bare of the Sacch and

as & Police State 74 Why is 3 so  United States is not & Police State. and
Unlted Stales resembles in no essential wWay Fascist Vanzetti affalr and as France is of the

‘Communist  Germany and  Communist Russid.— Dreyfus case. | ‘
It is not possible to re-try these cases

Ceurs &¢. Norwoop RUSSELL HaNSON:

R D RL * in the correspondence colymns of 8
11 Brookside, Cambridgc. newspaper. But e haps the views of

Letter by Sydney Silverman. some representative Americans may
Member of Parlioment: of interest. The trial judge made it
To the Editor of the Mancheiter Guardian ;'{Jrl!ggg&lll{ c!te%r ttl,ml;- ttti:e case lisdainsl
¥ Who will come forward and ir.— ‘s OW AT 1 rested upon the s0°% evidence
the outside world the Gray s so‘,‘;ly E}’;;‘n';‘e a‘-"{‘g:ﬂ;’i ci?ro:mi?bg se‘é gt one Elitcher,a mah who had already
? 84 on Dr Oppenhelmer-—2 travesty  ypon close study of the evidence that een mgvmt —he has never been
Pcomon KLic Ihquiry 1 Whno will ease  gne cared i eriminal case 10 chal- !ﬁm?’fe —3 ptesriury. Ot his evidence
- “““dg of inteiligent Europeans and lenge the final verdict of ihe appro- beﬂ metr‘ a\{d declared : “1 cannol
[Rans wien they peruse the documents  priate court. A case subject o 8 M 1\’-;?0{?9111“! ence q.fTEmct;qer. and
R e Reenberg trial (cited I ¥ord  Direign jurisdiction no doupt s for - His t ey 15~ inh ne Nation o
Roelrs letier of April 5} and \he  even greater Caution—and diffidence. ible.” far;?‘gg e ere{n y incred-
ncerning Profesgor Latti-  Put the case of the Rosenbergs, for  in the N rfh-“!" ; e, [.{;o.essor of ‘1:“’
° ?vlu “ﬁt ilmo _aisirmvai whom nothing can now be done, and . said: ” The 3 0_§:aermsem?::ers§gbos:§
rspective the nquisition © of Mr Sobell, Who {s still allve—so far  upon Morton Sobell is a plight upon

it six years of American
aTairs make such {mputations

. ersity stafl in the United States.  gs existence ' ‘Alcatraz can properly :

|- the soinelessness of the American be 6O described,—has aTOUN world- :']t:_,edg‘: ‘i';“n‘;‘f"m"a’ d?sger:tilc:; jdusd:muc:ﬁt
jociation of University Professors wide interest fof geveral years. it the Circuit Court of Appea.s. sald :
- liberal ing was belnk of last yesr  Mr John  *There was error, in Phis respect.

In June

 hed oat of higher sducation? A Wexley published in America u long whi

e numbet of mv friends and  and fully documenied sccount. of the ,.:‘&“{Jﬁ*“ﬁ%ﬁllhéi ?{oat)rﬂlldbé ﬁ‘:n :
cagues w.cm:(f {n Amoerican univer- matter under the titie of “ The Judg: well-known atomic acientist 8o "a
Jes are sorrified and ashamed of the  ment of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg.”  Nobel Prize winner, has declared
v in which thelr SUBECEls ouged It runs to 684 pages. {ncluding 22 " The integrity of justice as it is
Jtore the blusterings of McCarth and appendices. so far ss 1 know, 00 administered in_the United. States is at
Ras gang  They would be norrifi also  actlon bas ye been taken against the stake. r Sopell was not properly

T

R L
I’

Mr Wade Mack's confidence that  suthor or publishers, nor, again so far  tried and the verdict and sentence were

WA

B Com aunisis were inhappy sbout  as I Enaw. is any acwon sontemplated.  not_justified.”

R Rosen Jerg trial, Then there 8ré Vet it contains statements of fact and No human institution is intallible. No
Jenmers. the Veides, tbe Brownells.  express inferences trom those facts  one expects it to be. What undermines
the srmy of creatures who work  which, it they were made in corres confidence in the administration of

P them. sponding cifcumstances in this country. i

" ord | Russell’s  serious accusations ~ wou'd leave both suthor end publishers L‘ils[t:;ebtle ;:L}bg 2&ttaﬁgl::1tiet’rillnm'r“c‘;
nst the F.B.I are hardly out %%  with no detence, not merely agalnst  refuse a new irjal and at the s‘ume"tlmc
e with what America has been  many liel actions, but agolast pro-  to allow Mr Wexley's book to
Shing 'he world to think of it. ceeding® for gross ‘wontempt of cvurt: unrefuted would ke difficult to rmgno
pugh his charges are hard to accepl uniess indeed they are true. if they cile with good faith .
Ahey stand, 1 would hest more and  are trué, an they do not seem 10 One final word, What possible justi-

phuest of your correspondents that have been challenged. gll these cobr- ati

Py ctas: irying o scream him down. victions are quite plniﬂa\y gross mis: gﬁ?ﬁﬁ“iﬁaxsg‘f:::}3"-335\.53"3?'"‘ Mr
' #Y it he can substantiate his remarks carrigges of justice. 1! they are not SYDNEY SILVEI;MAH

z pericant must be grateful 1o him and true 1 cannot understand Mr Wexley's House of Commors '

1 'y demund an apology. What s immunity, nor why RC injunctivn ; e

Read this new 36-page
pamphiet giving the facts
in the Sobell cose...- 20c¢

ADDlTlONAL LITERATURE
Complete Trial Transcript {boxed sct of 8 volumes) $6.00

The Judgment of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg ..+« 6.00
by John Wexley
(672-page study of the Rosenberg-Sobell case)

" A i W £ Speech by Dr. Harotd C. Urey, Nobel pr':zc-winning
: ’ ' ALOMIC SCICALISL «er oot e 10
gpeech by U. §. Senator William Langer ....ovve¢ 10
W estern Political Quarterly review of
John Wexley’s BOOK . covvrrrers Ciiii.... .10
Order from

The Committee to Secure Justice for Morton Sobell
940 Broadway, New York City 11 Al 4.9983
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vill be done to curb the F.B.L
K ) nning might be made by the
v, M of Morton Sobell or. at least,
' ing a new trial of his cas¢.—
Lc.. BerTRAND RUSSELL.

3 cen’s Road. Richmond,

Surrey.
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b iitor of the Manchester Guardian
g The +rial of the Roseunbergs
Fdiiowed closely by everyone in
Mlied Stites. When the trial was
§ed anJ the verdict delivered,
M35 not one faction or group or

i of the public, with the excep-
B:e Communist party, that did
g cve that justice had been done.
L. we look at the “ facts ™ of the
- se or discuss the * American
Siate, let me mention the
and the limitations of the
Buresu of Investigation.
it was formed to aid the
Gove nment and the separate
BB munic pal. and counly law-
ent agencies (when they
or hel) in bringing to justice
M) imins § whose activities were
frte by aature. Further, it made
e seientific aids to criminology
fthe lccal agencies could not
F 1 1940 its fAeld included the
o5 of those organisations which
io destroy the United States
g ihin, L nder the same scope and
WD 115,
ke point out the speeific limita-
W members of the F.B.L
g hey have no power of arrest

T

B
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T.
b1 eir activities are restricted to
EH. o7 of the Manchester Guardien
M is perhaps presumptuous for
Ameri an to challenge an aged
i nent inan Jike Lord Russell
&1y he 1imsell would admit, on
fn not .only that the language
fvtter published by Yyou on
b, wat intemperate, but also
had overstated his case.
ith ail due deference to his
B rned reputation, that he has
Bre thaa that. 1 think that his
i opresonts McCarthyism in
8- 5 to (e Sobell-Rosenberg case
frank.y admit that 1 have not
i entire record, as Lord Russell
has. Aut I have foilowed the
b<ely .nd discussed it with
R of wirious political persua-’
ope wauid Qhree that * official
' had ' een ctmmlued. nor can
i ned tnat Sobell was convicted
evidece of Elichtier alone.
B sentiqces given in thig case
- -h. ngt that the verdicts were
M. : th¢ utmost that I think
3 non- Communist liberals in
would admit.
ily. as to the role of the F.B.L
.sell lits easily from unsub-
<] eharges in lhis instance to a

Letters to the Editor
THE CASE OF MORTON SOBELL

the continentsl limits of the United

States.

(3) They do not prosecute for the
State, or hold any special position in a
trial. They are called-to testify as any
citizen.

(4) They have no right of search.

{5 They may not initiate an
fnvestigation on their own.

They are not a police agency, but an
investigating agency. I have never
known a “thug” to work for them in
any capacity. e agepts must be, for
the most part, university and law-
school graduates. I have never known
or heard of the F.BI “beating up”
anybody.

But the “facts” of the recent letter
not only implicate the F.B.1, but also
the United States Bureau of Immigra-
tion, the Mexican Government, and the
Federal Court System, who were in a
vast conspiracy to thwart justice, 1
suggest that we submit the ™ facts ™ of
the case to the ebservations above, and
that we ask where the eorrespondent
gained these “facts.” The concluding
half of the letter to which 1 refer does
not justify any acknowledgment.
Anyone who compares Nazi Germany
and Communist Russia with the Uniled
States will not be dissuaded by a
simple letter.—Yours &c.,

Wape N. Macx,
St Catherine's Society, Oxford.

blanket indictment of the well-
established technique ” very similar 10
“Nazi atrocities." [ gquestion the

accuracy of the first and absoiutely
deny the phantasmagofia of the second.
The F.B.I. has been justly criticised on
occasion, like all security gservices, but
to compare it with the agents of " other
police States” is simply fantastic, and
a charge which furthermore, by impli-
cation, asserts that the Supreme Court
and the Presidents and ofiicials of both
Democratic and Republican Administra-
tions have been false to their oaths 10
uphold the Constitution. This charge
1 flatly reject, even when Lord Russell
palliates President Eisenhower's guilt
by making it guiit by ignorance.
Lastly, as to the effect of the letice
which you published. I cannot imagine
that Lord Russell seriously believes
that such a shrill and distorted protest
can serve any useful purpose as far as
Sobe!l is concerned. His letter can only
please those who welcome Anglo-
American gdiscord.—Yours &
Braprord PERKINS. Assistant
Professor of Ilistory, Uni-
versity of California, Los
Augeles.
812 Culeherne Court. Old
Brompton Road. London
SW. 5

To the Editor of the Manchester Guardian
Sir,—1 was absolutely astounded to

read. somewhat belatedly, the letter told him
ot March 26 from Lord Russell. Is it mﬂgﬁghﬁ;:

possible that such a thing could have
been written by that great man ?
Surely with so much in this world
which unhappily falls to meet his high
philosophical standards he could find

something better than the case of &F have
Morton Sobetl for his crusading pen. g:ll;fau of

in any case he could do a better iob
of presenting his arguments. What,
pray, does he use as a base for his
purelr emotional claim that Alcatraz
ic the " worst™ prison in America?
Personal experience? In actual fact
Alcairaz is the “worst™ prison in
America solely from the standpoint of
the prisoner who wishes to escape.
suggest to him that he makes a com-
parative tour of prisons both here and
in America pefore he attempts to enlist
sunnart for a convicted criminal.

From this shamefu! beginning—for so
acute a mind—Lord Russel]l goes on to
quote facts which, so far as I am aware,
have never reached public notice.
Yet apparently he has some secret
source of knowledre which he does not
fecl pressed to reveal. Where, for
example, does he find the story that

his

Note: All letters are reproduced i
they appeared in The Manchester |

#}

Additional letters in suppori
statement on the Sobell casd

Te the Editor of the Manchester Guardian
American
original
more
a.arming "than- the actual conients ot
Such over-righteous indig-
fii with America's
pride In lts capacily for self-criticism.
Some of your correspondents assume

Sir,~The reactions of m
countrymen to Lord Russell’s
letier on Morton Sobell are

that letter.
nation comportis

that criticism of the F.B.I must
unfounded, must
Amerlcan, must be the
fying and dlstorm_}gnnsome facts
inpventing others. e things 1

Sobell was
denorted tof

presume tog -
methods of

! count a
stantial ou

intimate ex)
allegations
dation but ¢
1t is curio
plishments {
unsupported
then go on
of action—
nothing mo
tion and th
histrionics.
examing his
of knowledg
emotio
crusading 2
~—Yours &c

The Quak
Buc

be merely anti-
vesult of falsl-
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rdian on March 26, 1956:

kiivtor f the Manchester Guardian

1 am writing to enlist your
b in the case of Morton Sobell.
ol -rit man condemned as a result
Fiical hysteria to thirty years In
d at present incarcerated in
B :he vsorst prison in the United
e was sentenced as an accom-
i the Hosenbergs in espionaxe.
B hamed Lo say that at the time
B osentergs’ trial I did not look
avide.ice. I have now done so.
Imost certain that the Rosen-
b cre innocent and quite certain
b evidence against them would
¢ beer considered adequate if
3~ had not been involved. But

‘.,.'_' ,

- e

e A wws g

y: enberps are dead and nothing
- iR one lor them now except to
-~h B their official murderers to
+ 7Y Sob-ll, however, is alive and
yit } 100 lite for the United States

b e mem o

/)

Minent t) make some reparation

acts it his case are brieflv as
He had a friend named
. who had been his best man.
had s ated on oath that he had
Beon a Coramunist. The F.B.IL
-3 th:t in making this state-
had committed perjury., They
know that he could escape
Wbt if he would denounce other
;s accormplices in treasonable

¥:. He decid to save his own
denorneing his best friend,
[l Whil» ne’otiations in this

frre g0 ng on between him and
1. Sosell and his wife and
.0 sr'-all children went to
Sobe'l toyed with the ideq of
ning (o the United States, but
it.  ¢1is decision to return
R nown to the F.B.I., which had

bedd to oresent him as a fugitive
Bk-iice, In oraer to be still eble
nt him in this light, they hired
8 ho beat him into unconscious-
tled h m and his wife and their

+

b= om the “Letters to the Editor” column

of the Manchester Guardian,
INFLUENTIAL BRITISH NEWSPAPER

4 Bertrand Russell, eminent philosopher and mathematician,
k ated an international discussion on the case of Morton Sobell,

= he wrote the following letter published in the Manchester

Letters to the Editor
THE SOBELL CASE

two children into fast cars, and drove
themn without stopping from Mexico
City to the United States frontier.
There they were handed over to an
immigration officer, who falsely
stamped their card of entry with the
words  * Deported from Mexico”
although the Mexican Government had
not been privy to the kidnapping and
had expressed no intention of
deporting them.

When Sobell was brought to trig) these
facls were not mentioned as his counsel
ron=dered that any criticism of the
F.B.I. however justified. would only
increase the severity of his sentence,
his condemnation being regarded by
his counsel as certain In spite of lack
of evidence. The judge instructed the
jury that they could not find Sobell
guilty unless they believed Elitcher.

Elitcher, because he was useful in this
trial, has never been indicted for his
acknowledged perjury-and, in spite of
his being known t0 be a perjuror, every
word that he said against Sobell was
believed.

People express scepiicism when it is
said that most Germans did not knnw
«f Nozi atrocities, but I am sure that
the immense majority of Americans
are quite ignorant of the atrocities
committed by the FB.I. They do not
know of the standard technique of
these- defenders of what, with cynical
effrontery, they still call *The Free
World.,”  The technique is one‘wit.h
which we have been made {amiliar in
other police States such as Nazi Ger-
many and Stalin’s Russia. The police
find a man whom thev can prove to
be guilty of some offence and they
promise him immunity il he will
manufacture evidence against peopie
who could not otherwise be indicted.
Perjury is especiallv useful as a lever
because many people who have been
Communist in their student days rashly
hope that this can be concealed and
swear that they were never Commu-

11 De

bate

ON THE CASE OF MORTON SOBELL

LORD BERTRAND RUSSELL

nists. After a sufficient number of
secret interviews the F.B.1. descends
upon innocent people with a posse of
terrified perjurors and in the general
hysteria every word uttered by the
perjurors is accepted as gospel truth.
I do not suppose for a moment that
President Eisenhower is sware of this
well-established technique. 1f he knew
of it, he would not only feel the
revulsion which all decent people must
fee]. but would realise that every such
case which becomes known outside the
United States turns hundreds of thou-
gands of peopie, if not into Communists,
at Jeast towards neutralism and away
fron, the policy of NAT.O. For this
large reason of public policy, as well
as from motives of humanity and
justjce, it is to be hoped that some-

Continued on next page
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R of the above record, the septence pronounced
MR SORELL by Judee kaufman isalmost incredible
i th the ROSENDBERGS he prosecuted an appeal to
N 1 states court of Appeals for the Second Cir-
R opinion of that court affirmed judgment of
+ SERN although circuit court Judge JEROME FRANK
. « his opinion that MORTON SODELL was entitled
8 rial opn the groynd that the evidence estab-
B . nything, two dharate conspiracies: (a) Con-
wween ROSENBER nd SOBELL Lo solicit and ob-
MRCiiER’ S aid in esn?onage activities and to send
- ineering and fire cont rol information to Eu-
* K Conspiracy between ROSENBERG, GREENGLASS and
. il atomic information from Los Alamos tO Rus-
h whidh econspiracy no ope, and no evidence,
-1l even remotely; Judge Frank held that try-
joiTly with defendants charged with another

. wita which he had ne connection was grave,
. errcr, His two colleapgues on that Court dis-
.n hin The supreme Court never passed upon
k :ion, because it has steadfastly refused to
: sdiciion of the case. SOBELL faces thirty
il becausg ONeé judge of the Circuit Court of
1 gk o5 wot agree with the theory propounded by

B | accepted by JUDGE FRANK.

DR L T

one of the great tragedies of this case. name-
.n a case of this highly controversial nature,
) evidence is B0 insufficient, where the court-
§ utside atmosphere are SO inimical to the de-
Y . ore the possibility of a fair trial has been
R i1y iapaired, pevertheless the Supreme Court
R pasc upon the case, refuses even to consider
recor i, And the press, and the commentators,
portinmp of the public misled by them, cry that
b lant has had a fair trial and consideration by

e Court!

P ot ..1low our interest to 1ag, mer our desire
an unfortunate fellow belne grow cold. In &
g IORTON SORELL has suffered an even greater in-
Ml . his fellow defendants, since We all concen-
& . crscandably, on the ROSENBERG case. The SO-
M i jst as vital, The condemnation of an in-
B 10 2 living death of thirty years, the de-
& of h:s family. the martyrdom of his courageous
facte rs which no American, no man with a human
R, igure. We must continue, both in the courts
peate?! appeals to executive clemency., apndby un-
wear-h for further evidence, to attempt to un-
* e wroig! When public opinion resumes its nor-
b= nhere, when the witch hunt 18 over, when nor-
B ms, Americs will thank Uus for our efforts, I

n.

i
11
e

-u.-.t‘.--.o‘--

f.. hw
o
¥
Do L .eme Sourtihas thus far refused to review the
. vihel and Julius Rosenberg and Morton sobell.
14 M| .ck, one of & minority of three Supreme Court

o +ho ad voted in tavor of review, has stated
Aad Bt T suﬁclnctly: wThis Court has pever reviewed
4 mr'd has never affirmed the fairness of the

1 .
¢ -

Morton Sobell. co-defendant with the Rosenbergs, 8
young father of two children, has been condemn

thirty years ;n Alca
His sppeal for & new trial 1is pefore the supreme Court.

There 18 important new evidence in the gobell case,
material never reviewed in the courts. Can america let
morton Sobell spend thirty years of his life in Alcatraz
without having his full day in court? In the interest
of justice and mercy let there be a New trial for Morton

Sobell,

WRITE OR WIRE TODAY TO: .
(1) Attorney general Herbert Brownell, washington,n.c.

Ask for the transfer of MI. Sobell from his harsh im-
prisonment at Alcatraz to 8 regular federal penitentiary
which will permit visits by his children and pormal coh-
sultation with his counsel.

(2) Senator william LangeT, Chairman, Benate Judiciary
Conmittee, washington, p.C. Ask that his comittee grant
the request for an investigation of the conduet of the
Attorney General's office in the Rosenberg-sobell Case.

Chicago Rosenberg-Sobell Committee \
410 South Michigan Avenue = Room 534

Chicago 5, 111lincis

() Enclosed please find $__{or__..&dditiona.1 copies

of this brochure @ 5¢ a copy. (35 copies for $1.00)

¢ ) Enclosed is m¥ contribution of §.—-to help de-
fray legal expenses in the Sobell case and bring the

facts in the case ta the American public.

( Y1 request additional {nformation on the SQpell

case.
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BELL, namely, MAX
and then ccllege
that in 1939 he
the communist

against 50
d high school
He testified
in regard o
ined a cell @

M, ther witness
:- owise attende
Bup to 1938.
¢ 3 SRR conversation

ot ultimatel
in Washingtol a

or three months
he continued to
til 1948, one group
the Navy Branc
membership in

M. 035, and until 1
iR { the Communid
. being Known

; further abo

aid that he med
yment Plant in
bhow of students
i onage and obtain

the communist

SOBELL asked
proach ed oD~

who could be ap
ing ¢lassified ma

uring the weel
had & conversatic
when he nheard that
that SOBELL was el
ant in Schenectady in
nether there was
le as to his wor
that the witnes

jonage hysiness

her testifie
& Lor Lay in 194
{ha’ SOBELL wa
bad mentione
e General

d his name.
Electric Pl
jred of the
b materisl aval
- ed or rimplied"

G about €SP

¥ o met SOBELL at t
his wife kn

asked the witnes

Bowl restaurant,
ew about the es-
s whether he
tudents who
told SOBELL

tly to which
ess and ROSENBERG!
th tried to

B .nd' ROSENBERG,
; jng between
.t me:ting SOB
Prim to stay at
needed someone

the Bureau of
to woTk at th
the witness 8
washington.

at Bureau for es-
dhered to his

n July or August,
gton to SOBELL' S
by Lwo cars an
r Was angry.
th him to dell
FRG and that t
1 American B
n SOBELL: retu
erned about ELITCH-
o admitted

estified that i

R.oss finally 1
{ng from Wa

n he was driv
kow Yook, he was b
M ,1d SOBELL thi
ed him to g0 W
canh -0 ROSENB
b ood « £ the Journa
'3 .+ oulof the carl:

that JOSENBERG wal
ren followed,
lked to ELIZ
cognized his voice;

ELL was in June,

hey drove Lo the
uilding, where

and that he als

f‘ad orce ta
had wt TE
s5 talked to £0B

ne last time

the only avidence against

regoil g testi
g for the thirty yea

¥ .. a«yved as
.-

;t wa: not corro
M. from the lips
L J
f knew that he ha
‘e sovetnment pos

f ELITCHER ¥

d committed
jtion, in exec
e fact that

{nterrogate

perjury in 19847 in
uting & lo¥-

ttheimtmt
1d him that they Knew
fearful that he
government for

waen hé was
1. in 1950,

H chJunist, an

United States

against SOBELL,

of the avidence
found guiliy.

P of the weakness
elf why he was

urally ask Yours
i re gy veral

b{
A
!
E_

upon their ¢

FIRST: apparently jn reliance

ittt
that there W
tion, counse

as mot enough evidence

1 for SOBELL did not pe
now Appears

gtand; that was a mistake, 85 it

oND:  ‘The presiding magis

trate showed his

o aihebat
tion as to the defendant's guilt from

onstrated tha
in the record appes

governmen

g hundred places
is aid to the
ous hostility

t before the jury. at over

t and its witnesses and

to the defendantis gnd thelr counsel,

THIRD: The goveTrnme
that SOBELL and his fan
gtayed in 2 pumber of 7
name "SOBELL“;since he did n
gave no explanatio
prejudice
jury was pot given any
which he bad been kidnap

out process,

dence to ghow
to HexicO'and
ations of the
the stand, 50B)
that undoubtedly
worse than t
e as to the

nt introduced evi
ily had escaped
jaces under

n of his f1ight,
d him before the jury:

evidend
ped by the Mexi

and had been tur to the F.B. 1.

ernment must have known

the border: although the gOV

that it was false,
gration inspector at the time
turned to the United states,
£ rom Mexico
was not able o give the jury
had been yidnapped from

ted;

FOURTH: The government wh
dence as to the activit
nited States upon
show the motives ©
that dopr was opened,

cluding SOBELL, Wwas sunk;
munist issue was HARRY GOLD,

d a cerd nade by &n Immi-

ELL wes for
which card read
ot take the 8
the facts to

it introduce

S it g S

=

“ha

«;  since he did m
show that he

Mexico rather than heing depoT-

5 allowed to introduc
mmunists int
activities would
Cbmmunists; once
f the defendants,
itness on th
ed BpYy, BeErv-
day be apply-

LI TR _*-\,ﬁ;_\

jes of the Co
the theory that such
f these defend

Lredn

SRR

the first w
a self-confess
ho would sOme€

ing 8 tnirty-year sentence, ¥

ing for parole,
stand, relating alle

n holiday on the witness

jties of t
o wise COmnEC

he had a Roma
ged activ

s e ey HTT

with which the defendants wer

a matter of fac
the ROSENBERGS:
prejudice agains
possibly overcome i8S
munism another witnes
ELIZABETH BENTLEY, ¥
length ahout her owh Co
knew none ©
GOBELL' 8 name.

well, you ask me -~
this case ¥
Circuit court of Appeals T
that evidence? Even lawye
simple. ID the rFederal
practice in most of t
of Appeals
to consider

of testimony.
tem, that is the jury's
opinion in behall of t

(p. 1648).

the credibi

either SOBELL or

t, he never eve
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that this crea
t the defendant
undenisble;
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yssue of Com-

1d friend.theubiqu
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that SOBELL hed del ivered anything to anybody 8t any
tation of American justice, The As & mattei ot ig

i ho testific aaid! B

. e hon the repv
» H unprecedented in its severity; it has no act, with the exception of the witnesses ¥
ged flight to Mexico, there were but two

pn in the evidence; 1t {s obviously the prod-
witnesses who even mentioned the name of SOBELL, namely, -2

1] :
& .-ia rather than representing 2 calm reasoned

test of well-inten--

h -
’_. MR year sentence imposed upon MORTON SOBELL is
time relating to our national defense.
E
J MAX ELITCHER and WILLIAM DANZIGER.

it has aroused the pro
e chs.racterization of DANZIGER as #

R the world ove i
However, even th
wi tness against GOBELL is an act of supererogation.
since his only testimony was that he and SOBELL had at-

B M e characteriz€ion of MORTON SOBELL as a
hr as an vatomic #0Y. " the record in his case
tended high gchool together, hed graduated from the sane
i £ New York im June,

N dcovoid of justification for gither appells-
L was neither jndicted nor tried for treasoml. class of the College of the City ©
y 1928, had thereafter also worked together for some years ¥
ctment upon which SOBELL was tried jointly at the Bureau of Ordnance of the Navy pepartment in oY
washington; that DANZIGER visited ¢OBELL at his home in 7

ey Y e s 0
- .
)

i

B e A

14

b*j; B and ETHEL ROSENBERG - - which indictment was

;"e hv 31 1951, -~ charged them with having con- Flushing, Long 1sland, in May, 1950, when he told SOBELL N
that he was in the electrical pusiness and had asked "

YAKOVLEV, DAVID GREENGLASS, RUTH
ddress of JULIUS ROSENBERG, who, 85 -

* - ANATOLI A.

3 b and HARRY GOLD (the last two of whom weTe® not SoBELL for the 2

L %10 del.ver to 8 foreign government, the Soviet SOBELL told him, Wwas in the machine shop business, 1t N
being the witness’ ides that he might give ROSENBERG - 3

M veen June 6, 1944, and June 16, 1945, while
game machine shop work. The witness also testi fied that

; M states was at W8T, certain documents,

. «ketches, notes and information relating to SOBELL told him that he was 1eaving for & vacation in L
:‘~ o .1 defense of the United 5tates, with intent Mexico in June, 1950, &nd when the witness came to his . o
r Bkto believe that it would be used to the ad- home, the SCBELL family wss packing to leave and were ‘;,
;B the Foviet Uniom there was no charge that going to Mexico City. He further testified that someé L
E‘ uld be harmful to the United states. time later, he received & letter from SOBELL from Mexico i
L city, the return address on which was M. SOWELL, the o
o {on o) counsel for SOBELL, the United States letter containing 2 letter to be forwarded to his 81s-
N ]ed w file a list of the overt acts charge- ter-in-law, Edith Levitov, and to his parents, the Te- N
fab: . OB ILL, which 1ist consisted of nothing but turn address on this jetter being that of M. LEVITOV. W

B:ive (onversations petween SOBELL and JULIUS A

otwee1 January, 1046, and May. 1948. Despite the fact that the defendants were not indicted ~f .

on the charge of being Communists, DoT on the charge of *

tment as drawn by the United States attorneys treason, the United States Attorney, in his very opening
.‘ROSENBERGS. the GREENGLASSES, MORTON SOBELL, statement introduced the charge that the loyalty and ¥

and YAKOVLEY as co-conspirators. The attor- allegiance of the defendants vwere not to our country, e

g full sell that they had not the stightest put that it was to Commun i sm. Communism in this country -'.-
& rying the case as against one of them, YAKOV- and Communism throughout the world." and referred to %

M. left the country a number of years RE9, and them as "traitorous Americans” guilty of vtraitorous =
apctivities” and vtreasonable acts.” Remember, please, e

.-"- (11 well that they had no intention of trying
& <t HAWRY GOLD, who was already in the Federal that none of the d

. ry as 8 SpY! they named those people as €o- charge of treasch.
re for only one purpose. The conduct of the
Wcated what that purpose was. They relied upon
L e, wrich perhaps ig a matter of necessity in

efendants had been indicted on the

RS e

when the defendantis objected to the introduction of
the element of Communism, upon the ground that the de-
all jurisdictions under the common jaw, that fendants were not on trial for being Communists, the
, cablish & conspiracy amone half a dozen per- trial judge held that that inquiry was proper as going
a comron objective, that thereafter anything to the motive of the defendants to commit the acts N
suant to the apparent charged against them the United circuit Court of AD- i

held that he was correct in that ruling. The

.'- me"m says or does Pur
M. the conspiracy is binding upon the others peals
on to caution the jurors that they were

such 8 performance
pbut in the long run is one of those amiable hypocrisies

of the 1aw. 1t represents one of those rules wnich the
1aw feels necessary but which the seeker for justice
finds practicnl rather than just. inthese days, repeat-
edly to call 2 defendant in 2 criminal case 8 Communist

. ref:rence to whether the others wnew what trial judge went

g ) : raid or done specificany or epproved the say- “mt to determine the guilt or inhocence of & defendant
y g of it specifically. The government notion on whether or not he i @ Communist. ¢ 1 submit that
‘ by atrial judge may be legally sound,

1)
i
i
P 1. YAKOVI.EV a5 o c,o-conspirator, when they knevw

Wt P back to flussia some Years vack, was thereby
G dootr, 8o that while piously on the one hand
R uished presiding magistrate frequently cau-

jury that these people were not being tried

b

E E M-ommun i8Ls, het that distinguished magistrate,

- = a ther 1 and, permitted the opening of the dooT and then expect him to get & fair trial before & jury
2 ' 1ch a: ything about alleged Communist activi- gimply because the trial judge directs the jury to dis-
: H i, cointry was allowed to enter the case even regard that charge s naive, if pot directly insincere.
I 18 R..s nin related to the ROSENBERGS oF to SOBELL The warning to the jury to disregard & particular cherge
. st stretch of the imagination. is, as stated by no less @ personage thal Mr. Justice
. H ! Jackson of the Supremé Court, in Krulewitch ¥ United
ik' tget, it may be stated without fesar of con- States, 336 U.5. 440, (1,8650) but "an empty ritual with-
R that despite the fact that the gravamen of out any pra.ct.icnl effect on the jurors."” 1¢ i8 largely
n, B ont vas the delivery of the documents, writ- on the basis of such repeated vempty rituals" that the

ation relating to our defendants were convicted.

N hes, notes and inform
lofenge, nevertheless, not & gingle witness

nor wis there 28 acrap of paper. to the effect

'
'
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JUSTICE FOR MORTON SOBEI*
N0

Do you remember the night of June 19, 1953? It was the night when Ethel and

¥ .iius Rosenberg, still maintaining their innocence, went to their death in Sing-8ing --
t-thel with a kiss on a matron's cheek, If you were one of the millions who appealed for

lemency for the Rosenbergs, if you were one of the millions who cried out at the savage

This June 1¢ marks one year of death for the Rosenbergs. It marks one more
ear spent in Alcatraz by their co-defendant Morton Sobell, And it marks a year of

¥ontiruous activity by the Rosenberg-5obell Committee to vindicate the Rosenbergs'

Ame -- to win a new trial for Sobel} -- and to bring the truth in the case to the

k mer can people.

Today, as June 19 approaches, McCarthy and McCarthyism, out of which the

Rosenberg-Sobell case was born, are for the first time being put on the defensive. As
e American people get a glimpse into the sordid activities of McCarthy's chief coun-
] Rcy Cohn, they can be persuaded to look into the Rosenberg-Sobell case in which

ohn was one of the chief prosecutors.

"Within the next few months we plan to issue a film on the case, to conduct a
b, mpaign to win Sobell's removal from Alcatraz until a new trial is granted him, to
hpport new legal steps, to schedule new ads, books, pamphlets, leaflets -- to use
‘ery conceivable means 1o reach the hearis and minds of the American people.

‘The paper upon which these truths will appear, the raw film that will be trans-

"% me-] into drama, the research upon which our legal moves are based must be paid

L~ -- by the funds you make available.

if June 19 and the Rosenbergs still burn in your heart like a wound. .. if you still

% meriber Ethel's dying kiss... please give as much as you can so that their uncon-
#® crat le truth may go marching on.

hecks may be made out to Sarah Lichtenberg.

! Sincerely,
'.! ) / ;o ., (g
Joseph Brainin David Alman '

For The Committee

i
ommittee To Secure Justice For Morton Sobell In The Rosenberg Case
I osep) Brainin 1050 6th Ave.
hanie G. Marshall New York 18, N.Y..
' Co-Chairmen LOngacre 4-9585
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«The integrity of justice a2 it is administered
in the United States is at stake.”

—Dr. Harold C. Urey ..
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Naturally I am pleased that so very many good people
have seen fit to hopor me this evening. Also, I am
pleased that Mrs. Sobell should present this scroll to me
and thank her for her very kind words. But in 2 certain
way the honor is of minor importance to me, certainly
very minor as compared to other things associated with

the activities of this evening.

ou all know, this occasion was ofgan-

As | am sure ¥
ized from the beginning by people who believe, with
bell trial was not in the best

me, that the Rqsenberg-So
tradition of American justice. 1 hope my friends who
signed this scroll understood this.

ally acquainted with either the

Rosenbergs or the Sobells. 1 am not unmindful of the
heir lives and am

terrible tragedies that have come to U

very sorry about these matters, but my concea wich this
crial has stemmed more from a belief that the integrity
of justice, as it is administered in the U. §., is at stake.
If proper trials cannot be secured for unpopular people
—and it is evident from the publicity of this trial that all
those charged with crimes were unpopular-—then it will

become impossible to secure justice for other somewhat
until no justice is pos-

less unpopular people and so on
sible at all.

| have not been person

The power of our government is very great and it can

afford to be just because of that great power. But there
is an illness in this country since the war from which we
will surely recover in time. This illness arises from a

sense of jnsecurity an
the loss of our natufa
Adantic and Pacific Oceans.
foes is now greater t
history. This danger comes
tiveness of the acroplane, a
military weapons and to the

erful revolutionary country,

POW
¢ the fundamental concepts of our way ©

accep
There 1s a life and deat
these ways of life and
is really determined to eventually
I am in favor, as W€ all are,
way of life and I am sure
run and hope that the war stays cold.
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d this sense of insecurity is due to
| security barriers, namely: the
Our danger from foreign
han it has ever been before in our  °
from the long rangeé effec-
s a carrier of powerful
existence in the world of 2
whose rulers do not
f life.
h struggle going on berween
I am c_onvinced that each group
destroy the other.
of the preservation of our
that we will win in the long
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g oncern with ouf basic security as # country has
.y people, often in high places, to look for a
Bat, chat is, an easy way. to solve our difficulties.
B pe goac has been spiff, espionage agents, sub-

in government. 1 do Bot condone such agents,

| communists. and allf communist sympathizers
¢ fundamental insecurity of this

is now. This very well

concrin 0 .o in a modern, dan-

E orld has led us to do things which will under-
r way of life, our form of government, Our
_Thiy is my primary concern in this matter. I
this .linner and this scroll as a means of fight-

Faogle of hysteria, one bad case of injustice, as

are mamy things of this kind, such as: the
imer hearings, Condon’s clearance problems,
fmore case, passport probleins, visa problems,
1o not do anything about some of these things
ise of 1ack of energy t© do so or because many
Jople lave protested them. Perhaps the most
8 [eatre of many of these procedures is the
use «f the professioml informer by the De-
of Jutice and Congressional Committees. Re-

e of tiese informers, Mr. Matusow, has stated
has given false testimony and has accused Mr.
R ohn of complicity, which Mr, Cohn has de-
., spe iific accusation ceminds one that Mr.
b assistant prosecutiod attorney in the Rosen-
ji! case. However, 1 warn you all that, in my
B communists, reformed communists and f£e-
[ormed communists ate not patticuiarly reli-

E not believe that they are reliable when they
e Cohn nor when they accuse Mr. Lattimore
they accuse Mr. Sobell. Yet 1 am of the
feer study of the record, that Me. Cohn's side

ory is incosrect and that Mr. Sobell was not
§ricd and that the verdict and sentence WEre

. iscussion of Mr. Sobetl from
Facion of the Rosenberg case. 1n fact, one finds
M . unlerstand what the evidence was against
B __for it was certainly far less important than
L: the Rosenbergs. ia fact, the great concern
latter gcne‘zally obscured the interests of

ish to give you 2 brief outline of the case for
hany of you are not acquainted with the case
horal siructure. Being 2 scientist, 1 have made

M ¢ the case which enables me to understand

The alleged conspiracy is represented by the diagram
(Fig. 1). In this diagram an arrow pointing from indi-
vidual A to individual B means that A testified that he
had contact on espionage matters with B. No such arcow
means that the individual denies such contact or there is
po testimony. A broken line means assumed contact but
no evidence or only indirect evidence. Gold admitted
that he gave information to Yakoviev, but Yakovlev
escaped from the U, S. and was not apprehended. Gold
and Fuchs both admit contact. The Greenglasses admit
that they gave information to Gold and that they fe
ceived $500 from Gold which he said he received from
Yakovlev. The money was accounted for in the Green-
glass’ bank account. They agreed that they matched the
pieces of the gelatin box top- Gold said he received his
half . from Yakovlev. The Greenglass portion Was in
Mrs. Greenglass' hand bag. They say that they received
this from Rosenberg and that the division of the gelatin
box top occurred in the Rosenberg apartment. The guilt
of the Greenglasses and Gold was agreed to by all three,
The Rosenbergs denied dividing the gelatin box lid or
giving it 10 the Greenglasses.

The Greenglasses 52y that they gave information t¢
the Rosenbergs and that they were recruited into espio-
nage by the Rosenbergs. The Rosenbergs denied ¢his,
and denied that they had anything 10 do with espionage
of any kind. They maintained that their contacts were
the normal refations of in-laws. (Mrs. Rosenberg was
David Greenglass’ sister). Elitcher and Sobell were col-
lege acquaintances of Rosenberg. Elitcher testified that ’
he and Rosenberg discussed espioDage several times, al-
though he maintained that he and Rosenberg never

FIGURE 1
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are the surely guilty ones
Lewisburg for 15 years. Two others, Ruth Greenglass
and Max Elitcher, have 0
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nderful trick for the com-

a wo
to the

4 get innoceat people sent
d for 30 years and get guilty
s set free Of given moderate sentences? This is
k has occurred. This is one point 10

hysteria has carried us.

perjury and at the time of his
dicted, tried and sentenced.
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what term, at the time of his
would still have peen anything but
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the law enforcement authorities during the preparation
and prosecution of the case, 1 supposet that criminals are
advised of this sitvation by their attorneys of in other
ways. At the time of the trial, David Greenglass had,
been indicted and was on trial but had not been sen-
and the sentence could have been death. Ruth
s never been indicted and she was not &
he trial, David Greenglass was given a 13
ence, It seems 10 M€ that the hope of
¢ must have constitued a motive for ¢o-
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pend on what the facts are? If the Greenglasses’
b was Yakovlev and not the Rosenberps (see
, the revelation of this fact would have given
fernment nothing since Yakovlev was in Russia,
fkes place #} a criminal's mind when he is
and the eledric chair appears in his dreams?
know, but it seems likely to me that both the
fasses would have confidently expected 30 year
ferms if they had admitted that their contact was
;kovlev or some other agent of the U.S.S.R.

LR ]

¢ ask why the prosecuting attorney and the
Bhd the judge should wish to see two insignificant
RPut to death unjustly. After considerable conver-
Fich lawyers on this subject, including one who

jor the government side of the case, I conclude
_\‘ers are more interested in the law than in

justice. Mostly they are interested in whether all the
legal machinery functions according to all the rules, and
are not in the least interested in the argument pre-
sented in this paper, There are exceptions, of course, as
for example Professor Stephen Love and Professor
Sharp, who helped the defense during the last weeks
of the case without remuneration once he believed that
a serious miscarriage of justice had occurred. However, it
is my belief that the prosecution believed the Rosenbergs
guilty. Once having beiieved the Greenglass account
and having based the Prosecution on this it would be
difficult to adopt another point of view later. In fact,
people do not allow themselves to be convinced that
they have made such a horrible mistake as I believe has
occurred. Once the government adopted this theory of
the case, al} concerned with it were trapped and were
forced to cfntinue to believe it,

CONCLUSION

-
ot review in a talk of this kind all the details of
.'I‘his is better done by lawyers anyway. I com-
gty ou Professor Love's statement on the case and
 Sharp’s book on the subject. But also a word
: defense in presuming to say anything about
Pe \We lave public trials in chis country. The
0/ this surely is not to provide a Roman holi-
fostitute for a gladiatorial combat; but this is
Wth.t each of us can judge the conduct of the
B3 mean; thac you and I have the right to cridi-
HPourt, che jury, the prosecution, the defense,
% abou: it. In criticizing this case, 1 am exer-
tzin rights that were mine at birth and I wish
b until death, We all of us have the right
' opin.on in regard to these matters and mine

I} )
%0 regard to this case,

$ish to make a statement in regard to a re-
B has ceme (o me from a number of scientists.
essentially, “Well, if you only knew what |

rather, mostly, “if you only knew what some-
v krows about the case!”” The inference
[¥ ¢ much secret information exists that proves
B but for security reasons, it cannot be made

public. My answer to that is that I do not believe this
inference and do not believe people should be executed
and imprisoned on secret evidence, I have discussed this
question with a man, who saw some of the secret data
at least. He says that Greenglass’ paper looked to be
genuiné and” that it contained valvable information. I
have acceptesd this as fact, but does a paper tell you to
whom the paper was given? My reply to these insinu-
ations has been just as I have said above. There has
been no answer to them. Before I accept these state-
ments they must be told publicly so that we all can
judge them,

1 have been interested in this case and shall be inter-
ested in other similar cases because of my concern for
the integrity of justice in this country. It is better to
review a case in which we believe injustice has been
done than to wait for the next oae, when further in-
justice may occur. Will you not all try to do something
about this series of doubtful trials or quasi judicial pro-
cedures that threaten our security as individuals living
in a great free country.

I thank you all again for this dinner and scroll.




Sobell, wife of Morton Sobell, presents Dr. Urey with o bound volume of
“some 6.000 scrolls signed by prominent persons throughout the world honoring
Dr. Urey for his achievements as a scientist and contributions as a citizen.
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*JULIUS AND ETHEL ROSENBERG,
published by Cameron and Kahn,
will surely be considered theclas-
sic, definitive work on the world-
“important case with which it

deals. )

.
Author John Wexley, in relent-
lessly probing the Rosenberg-
Sobell case, has ‘interviewed
scores of participants, traveled . R
the same routes which the key prosecution witnesses anid they
- traveled, and checked and double-checked every aspect of their
‘ stories. He has sifted the personalities and psychological moti-
vations of every major character. Asa result, he has uncovered
. important new evidence of fraud and perjury in the prosecu-
. --— -.-tion’s case against the Rosenbergs and Morton, Sobell.

He has woven all this together with painstaking documen-
tation, dramatic impact and suspense. Mr. Wexley writes with
the combined qualities of a dramatist, a legal ‘authority, an
historian, a political analyst, a psychologist, and an expert
investigator. ’ C P

John Wexley's whole cre.ative life was a ;)repafétioﬁ foa12°
‘book, for he has always been profoundly concerned with the

 JOHN;WEXLEY

problems of justice. His first play, THE LAST MILE, a st"ﬁ‘t‘fﬁ of
capital punishment, had a foreword by Warden Lawes of Sing
Sing attesting to its authenticity and significance. His play,
THEY SHALL NOT DIE, dramatized the Scottsboro frame-up. As
author of the Screen play, CONFESSIONS OF A NAZI SPY, he inves-
tigated methods of expionage. .
THE JUDGMENT OF JULIUS AND ETHEL ROSENBERG is a brilliant
analysis of the case and a meaningful reflection of our times
- which generations of readersind scholars will turn to in years
to come.

his
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o Tho-asthor bas wiikiaadhis hook so that eyery Zeader, will be
in a.position #o analyze and evaluate the evidence and thus
.assume the'role of a juror in the case. The-reader-juror will

‘find answers to such questions as the following:

'y ’ . .
-® What pressures and fears’drove a-brother to-send his own sister
_to her death, and made a man send his best friend, Morton Sobell, 18
to a living death of 30 years in Alcatraz? ' T j

.@ What were the pathologihcal phantasies admitted at a previous
tyial by Harry Gold which-were never revealed to the Rosen-
- berg jury? "

@& Why has the genernr public been led to accept the authenticity
of Dr. Klaus Fuchs as the foremost atomic spy, sulely on his own
confesgion—that of a.iself-styled «controlled schizophrenic'?

® How was the -guilt-.by—assuciagion evidence of the ubiquitous
Elizabeth Bentley utilized to provide political “molive” even i
though it never connected the Rosenberys and Sobell with the 1

crimes charged?

® Why was testimony admitted as evidence against the Rosenberys
from % photugrapher who was later exposed as a perjurer ina
aworn affidavit by an FB1 agent?

s @ What were the roles of Prosecutor Saypol and his “confidential
assigtant,” Roy M. Cohn, and what went un before the trial
between the prosecution and the attorney for the principal gov-
ernment witnesses? :

@ .How did United States officials illegally arrange for Mexican
“depertation” of Morton Sobell?

@ Why did the Columbia Law Review state that “the rights of
the Rusenbergs did not receive the precise and extensive con-
gideration that must characterize the administration of the
criminal law’’?

@ And why did Justice Hugo Black declare that the Supreme
Court of the United States had “never reviewed the record of
this trial and therefore never atlirmed the fairness of this
trial”?
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The Case of Morton Sobel

Prisoner of the Witch-hunt b1J

!

Why does the (overnmentl
refuse to grant Morton Sobell a
new trial ? Defense lawyers
have documented proof that the
prosecution knowingly used per-
jured testimony to convict him.

Only the uncorroborated tes-
timeony of one man, Max Elitcher,
a peid and rewarded goverament
witness, sent Sobell to the dooo
of 30 years in Alcatraz. The trial
took place during the height
of the McCarthyite witch-hunt
hysteria, World renowned public
tigures 1like Harold Urey, the
Nobel Prize wianing atomic
physicist, bave called for a new

trial.
speakers
Myra Tanner Weiss

Socialist Workers Party 1956 candidate for vice-president

Helen Sobeli

Wife of Morton Sobell and leading fighter for his freedom.
ALSO-. "*"Was Justice Done?"

o film of the ovtstanding events in the case
will be shown.

SUNDAY, APRIL 14 7:30 P.M,
e e e e P e e

Militant Labor Forum
116 University Place

1ntnr donsted

730
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27, 1955

.o JE 'UDGMENT OF JULIUS
Y %' FTHEL ROSENBERG. By
Wexley. Emeron and Kahn.

LI
L]
.
- "l
sy Y
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8y Carey McWilliams

j15 the essential tragedy of the
fierg-Sobell case that the Amer-

S blic never received a clear
prirely siatement of the facts,
. of the way in which the case
Land he strange sequence of
that took place belore the
his was not exclusively the
. S the press mor can it be en-
g~ plained in terms ol mass hys.
; J lie delense lele a great deal o
"R red. Then, too, some ot the

: didd not come to light until

s ' later. The factual pauern,
¥ e, was inherently complex;
F . § not €4y then—it s not easy
(R 1) et a clear view ol the case.
Werley, in this manunoth
{672 puages), has tackled the

: I in the night way, namely,
A givit g the rcader a skillully
v cted account of the evenis
) g the wial. In his vigw, the
M an ety ritual,” the nub
d ta3e comisung in the manner
b it unfolded. Par: I, there-
B Jevated o lengthy @ coounts
44 @ rincipal participants: Harry
JONN e Greenglasses, the Rosen
el B\ orion Sobell, Muax 'litcher,

L

-
. * e ‘s an I~|

e

-

al read:r to understund what
f il gbod at the trial, As a further
P 4 understanding, Wexley has
gx: p an iatrocuctory chapter in
Me explains — and most con-

R (v — why it is that tragedies
B ¢ Ro:enberg-Sobell r.5¢ are
hy comjuunded of many ele-
3 tenta ive and reluctant half-
k4 S icidinces and tenuous cir-
; . ial evidence; hall-truths and

¥ aths; elaboration and em-
¥i DU nees, instauations, and
Plos; carerully dropped hints
Ml cestions; “piling it on” or
bniqus of adding glasses to
w3y wolunged and exhaus.
R crrog..tions; sell-emrapment;
- upgeiion of “motive” and
i anel, finally, aciual collu-
is Wexsey's carefs’ znalysis
B omplex pre-trial factaal situ-
:nd of the trial ised in the
this theory, that enables him
Vide tie reader with a clear

. 'sfactci-y a2ccount of the case,
nd the reader—som - hat ex-

I must admit - puts the
Pwn w.th the ieeling that he

tance of a grim and complex
n tray edy,

g thapters make i much easier
-

An American Tragedy

MR. WEXLEY makes no pretense of
being neutral or dispassionate. But
one does not need to accept as valid
all the inferences, theories, and con-
ciusions which he urges in order to
be convinced, in the end, that the
conviction of the Rosenbergs and
Subell, in Harold Urey's phrase,
la:led 10 ineer the standzrds of Amer-
ican justice. There are large recur-
rent doubts about aspects of the case
which grow more disturbing with
the passage of time and Mr. Wexley's
shrewd reading of the testimony
reawakens and confirms many of
these doulits. 1 have not been able
to check the author's reierences to
the record against the actual ran-
script; it would take an entire sum.-
mer o make the comparison. Two
key phases of the testimony, how-
ever, supgest the nature ol his
analisis,

Consider, for example, the strange
case ol the seil-conlessed spy, Harry
Gold. In the trial of a man named
Brothman, who was convicted of

conspinng 1o vbstruct justice shortly

prior to the Rosenberg irial, Gold
was on the stand ior nearly five days,
Not only did he freely confess that
he had lied but it was clearly estab-
lished that he had fabricated a
mythical or fantasy existence for
himself which had no relation 10
reality. 1 had become su tangled
up in this web of lies,” he said, “that
it was easier to contiaue telling an
occasional one than te 1wy and
straighten the whole hideous mess
out ... . It is 2 wonder that steam
dudn’t come out of my ears at times.”
Yet, strunge as it may seem, Gold
was not cross-examened in the Rosen-
berg-Sobell case and the jury never
Jearned ol the pattern of pathologi-
cal lying to which he had confessed,
as a witness, in the Brothman case,
Even stranger is the fact that the
juuge who presided at the Rosen-
berg triat and the prosecutor who
condlucted it had occupied the same

, roles in the Brothman trial and were

W exgased to the facts and .

familiar with Gold's testimony in
that case. Incidentally there was
about this Brothman case and every-
thing connected with it a strange air
of unreality. For example, it is
doubtiul if a crime was actually
tommitted; Brothman's convicrion
would appear to have been based on

Judg‘mcs P. McGranery, who

later became Attorney General,
passed sentence on Gold {pp- 72.77),
makes interesting reading.

Even more convincing than his
analysis of Gold's testimory is Mr.
Wexley's account of the testimony of
Max Elitcher. It will be recatied that
the direct evidence aguinst Morton
Sobell derived solely Irom the testi-
wony of Elitcher. Apart from the
fact that Elitcher was “on the hook,”
for having previously falsifed an
affidavit, his testimony is inherently
incredible. Elitcner we are told, was
a member of a group of conspirators
engaged in espionage. But 2 more
futile conspiracy it would be diff-
cult to imagine. The conspirators
may have conspired but what they
did in furtherance of the conspiracy
is not clear. Four vears elapsed from
Ehtcher’s intial recruitment and
siill nothing happened. Ne  docu-
ments were stolen or photographed,
no files were rifled, nn plan. were
purloined. Moreover, we are asked
to believe that Elitcher was induced
to enter this dange.cus conspiracy
after only five or six minuter con.
versation with a man that he had
not seen [or six years.

Tﬁi testimony of both Gold and
EiiTther is vital to the structure of
the story upon which the guilt of the
Roseribergs and Sobell depends. But
the more one ponders their testi-
maony, the muore one is impressed by
Mr. Wexley's statement that th~ trial
was a pulitical prisecution, steged in
a lear-ridden atmosprere in which
the guilt of the deler dants was taken
fer gramed from the moment they
were arrested,

In a recently published study,
Nicholas Halasz points out that the
Drevfus case was “a nightmare
dreamed during a nightmare.” The

Rosenberg-Sobell case has the same
qualiry.

There is litle reason to be.
lievg, that this book, which is not
likely 10 be widely reviewed al.
thofigh it should be. will produce
any immediate change in American
opinion r:u the case; the national
verdict rewnainy the same. But the
popular verdict of the future may
not be the same as the popular ver-
dict of the cold-war years. Recogni-
tion that the handling of the Rosen-

berg-Sobell case, from its inception
1o the unseeming haste with which
the final motions were disposed of,
did not measure up to the standards
of American justice will come slowly,
painfully, one phase at a time, as
the nightmare of fear and suspicion
out of which iL emerged is finally
dispelled. ""The sense of right,”
India’s philosopher-statesman C. R.
Rajagopalachari has written, “is the
most prominent thing that marks
America’s history.”

a series of delusions which Gold akil- -

fully projected and artfully main.
tzined. Even more interesting is the
circumstance that the judge who
sentenced Gold, in the case based on
his voluntary conlession of espion-
age, had obvious misgivings about
the conlession. Mr Wexley's account
of what happened in court when
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“ordinary espionage”, (non-atomic) and tried unde

In other cases involving

10 years. S .
- e ' ;a““‘-.',_..

REMOVAL FROM ALCATRAZ - ° 0 % o
Frgm the day of his arrest ‘Morton Sobell has been under constant press

. [ -
I = . e
T .

from the Attorney General's office to “cooperate.” But;lnstead of making & false ;..:3;;";' S
confession, Morton Sobell has persisted in efforts to win a new trial:On Thanks-" .5 , .

giving Day, 1952, while legal moves were under way, Morton Sobell was-abruptly

transferred to Aleatraz penitentiary, 3,000 m_xiles from his family and attorney.” - H

federal prisons. For its severe restrictions Alcatraz has earned the reputation

of being America's “Devil's Island.” In Alcatraz, Morton Sobell is not permitted

visits by his children. His wife can visit ofly once a month. Even then, they see

]
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' Alcatraz was established as 3 maximum-security prison for the isolation of 7' |
repeated offenders and troublemakers who are .considered a menace at regdlar

America by tradition abhors and distrusts confessions secured -through

uthird degree” methods. Yet Morton Sobell remains in Aleatraz as a special
x;risoner of*the Attorney General's office. He is under constant pressure to bear
false witness against others as a price of his release. .

FOR JUSTICE : .

We believe that justice can be done in this case only by Sobell’s removal from-

] ;i i i A { perjured testi-
traz, and by a new trial that will examine recent evidence of pe

m:)::\r aazgainst tgne defendant. Supreme Court Justice Black has pointed outl that
the Supreme Court has never reviewed the case. S .

. . - ‘. - N - t
Efforts to win a new Sobell trial are continuing. Meanwhile, the voice o
fair-minded Americans can end the torture of Aleatraz for .Morton Sobell.

; that M Sobéll ,.t " . to present. In fact, I do not know what he did do.” .
i vou joi iting letters uggin at Mr. .o . . . ) C LT .

Wwill you JOInAtlhett}:;uts:r;d:'ezt;‘:ﬁiﬂ‘::;;PEiSO“: wing 13 - A There is a widespread belief that' Morton Sobell is.& tragic victim of the

abe removed from Alcatr A . ) hy.steria surrounding what the Columbia Lew Review, a distinguished law journal,

Lett hould be addressed to: s * has called the “outstanding ‘political’ trial of this generation™*
ers sho : - s -
Jumes V. Benﬁiﬂ,’Dimdor of Prisons . N SR RPN . SN
. S  Justice Department ' THE BACKGRO-UND R At I DA LIE
. . " Woshington, D..C. ) . Morton Sobell was born and raised in the Bronx,, New York. Be was grad-

) gt;}:i\é’ff’!a'bts and the‘éf\;ll trial record ate available at:
'SAN FRANCISCD SOBELL COMMITTEE
e 01122 Market St,..,Sap Fran isco

0, Calif.
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" about #he circumstances of his arrest . . his trial . . . bis 30-year prison sentence
... his continued‘imprisonment in Aleatraz. o

Mr. Sobell was a co-defendant in the same trial with Ethel and Julius Kosen-

Rosenbergs. maintained his absolute innocence from the day of his arrest. .

. _ The main conspiracy tharge in the trial concerned the atofnic bomb. But . -

P Trial Judge Irving Kaufman admitted to Mr. Sobell in court: “The evidence in
S the case did not point to any activity on your part in connection with the atomic
" bomb project.” Yet Morton Scbell was sentenced to 30 years. .

. Dr. Harolﬂ C. Urey.-'atomic scientist and Nobel prize winner, who studied

the trial transcript, stated: “Sobell’s séntence of 30 years at Aleatraz is completely

e e

out of line with any evidence of wrong-doing which the government was believed .

uated as an electrical engineer from the City College of New York, where he was
a classmate of Julius Rosenbgrg. He received a Master of Science degree {from
the University of Michigan. During World War II, he turned down an important
study fellowship and ehose instead to work at a job that would contribute to the

'
- at .

“Columbéa Law Review. The Roaenber’ “Case: Some reflections on4Criminal Law
{Vol. 54, p. 219, No. 2, February, 1954)

-

each other only through a small glass panel and talk through telephonmes. .- . ' MORTON -SOBELLis not an-ordinary prisoner. There ia nothing ordinary

berg. The charge was “conspiracy to commit espionage.” Morton Sobell, like the
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M-t ar'-lr- Womm -'f“-u-‘r'—-‘h.*k .
F. .. -On-June 22,1950, Mr.Sobell wd\hla ‘Tarnily :went.to ‘Mexico” as touriats o

..... +orar s l‘nu Ny thuL q‘m Iy m \¢g\_Llla

i -';‘“- BE ‘COMMUN"SM——AI forthe. ptowculmn s clnim that Mr. Sobell wasac

l‘l‘ll.lnl!t

o e+ < vt Prarraat s ?ﬂi-ﬂmumﬁilﬂﬂﬂltm&mw ~ —=givd A i 1y o he ta” spy, " thePhi branch of the American Civil
In Mexico, Morton Sobell first read of the arrest.of Julius Rosenberg on chargea :; _ﬁi . A oy tHtelphric”

e e e e A ——

-he believed to be “absurd.” The arrest:-of his former claasmate climaxed a.whole '

-ing . restrictions on.acientists, the -contempt eitations, the-dismissal of -federal

‘the growing hysteria by remaining abroad.. 1He begnn making inguiries about ° .
.places where he and hia-family -might go, somehmea wsing different- names in-doing - " .
so. However, Mr. Sobell and his wife.lalked vverthe .matter. “We realized™ he said, : »

series of .developments which made *Morton"!Sobell fearful -that freedom .was f.;\"
being destroyed in the United: States. Mr.5Sobell, .who -had "been :a vigorous . %%
aupporter of ;-‘ranhlin D. Roosevelt's New Deal policies, was glarmed at the grow-_'

-
il
:

]
3

-:f.,
and other gttacks .on the cwﬂ hbertiea o{ anyona who -dared sxarcue lus right": J-‘;"
of dissent. . e

. [P
¢ g -"’ ot o

employees on “disloyalty” charges, the firingrof teachers, the Smith Act trials, .

i 2
..!f;i'_"f

P

L !

' Mr. Sobell became one of many Americsns abmnd who conaidered nvoiding

“that our ties to home were tou strong, that .wé owed it 'l everyone to return
to help combat the repreasive tendencles from wh:ch we had contemplated atayinx .
away and aitting it out.” : L 2 P

The Sobell family got the vaz:cinntinns required of touriatn for re-entry imn:v'~ > ‘

the United States and arrapged for pussage home.

THE KIDNAPPING . I

*

On Aug. 16, 1950, as the Sobells were having dinner in their apartment .in’
Mexico City, their home was invaded by-armed men who claimed to be Mexican
police. ;They had no warrant, and accused. Sobell of robbing a Mexican bank.
They ingristed he accompany them. Mr, Sobell asked to be allowed to call the
. American Embassy, but was dragged from his home, beaten into unconscidusncss
and driven away¢His wife and children were also seized.

According to the New York Ttmrc of Aug. 18, 1950, Mexican immigratl’on
officinls stated that agents of the Mexican secret. police delivered Sobell directly
to the FBI, without consulting their government. Sobell and &is family were taken N
across the border 1o Texas. U. 8. papers carried the headline: “ATOM SPY
CAUGHT FLEEING IN MEX1CO.”

.

]

‘THE PROSECUTION'S CASE

One of the chiel prosecutors against Mr. Sobell was Roy Cehn, whe'later became .-
Senator MeCarthy's right hend man and hay, since been thoroughly discrediled. The
only speeific charges listed againat’Mr. Sobéll“were that he had five “conversations™
with Julius Rosenlerg. No reference was pmt]c to whal was supposed to have been
said in the conversatiens. At the trial itsell; llu- c«mvcraalmn- were never once men.”
tioned. )

mg thc Knrean War, the progecution
T jtyhnd therefore had a predisposition

" 4Liberties “Union commented: “IL .was -contended .that -since the Commumsl Con. -

o ' - apiracy iincluded atomic espionage, :Sobell was mphcaled in espionage, -His .trial

' . .and subsequent sentencing on -this. basis .constitutes a’dangesvus extension of the .
- concept - of 'Conaplrncy. whereby a “defendant. doesanol have to.'be linked -with : -

;. -any specific, conspiracy.” "¢ . ,.,-._ VTV PR

E T -‘\‘
+D.7N. Pritt, *the fnmed British -attorney, . smd “[n trulh in ‘Ihe llmosphere ‘of
tha’fume -and .place . of ~the itrial, itha .mere accusation -of membership .in:the Com.
* munist Party was presumably so pre;ud:cml that,- once it wes mnde. the chances of a
: fairtrial were greaily diminished.”

) “TRIP TG MEXICO-When one country ‘has‘criminal evldence against ‘one
of its citizens mbroad, ‘it can legally extradite that citizen. The kidnapping of
“Morton Sobell, which -the prosecution did not-deny-in the trial, -revealed a lack
of sufficient evidence to extradite ‘him legally. But by kidnapping Mr. Sobel],
-just aa he was preparing:to return home, the prosecution created the impression
that he wama fugitive.-The Columbia Law Review said that had the question ‘of
Sobell's kidnapping been-litigated, “Sobell may have prevailed with the argument
that a judgement cafnot stand when jurisdiction is obtained through feders)
officers' violation of the anti-kidnapping law.” {Yol. 54, p. 233) The Belgian League
for the Rights f Man has called the kidnapping o violation of imernational law.

CONSPIRACY ~No documentary evidence connecting Sobell to i gonspiracy
was ever introduced in the trial. There was only the testimony of une witness,
‘Max Elitcher, a neighbor and former classmate of Mr. Sobell al City College.
Elitcher made his slatements to the FBI against Mr. Sobell mnonths after Elitcher
wes first questioned and four months after Mr, Sobell’s kidnapping. In the teial
Elitcher admitted that he had committed perjury in another matter and feared
a perjury indictment that could bring him u five-year sentence.

»

In his charge to the jury, Judge Jrving Kaufman said: “H you do not believe
'. the testimony of Max Elitcher aa it pertains to Sebell, then you must aequit the
defendant Saobell."

’ The Columbia Law Revicw stated: “As the trial progressed, it hecame clear
that the vast bulk of teslimuny would concern the alleged acis of the Rosenbergs
in stealing atomic information. Nevertheless, the life or freedom of the defendant
Morton Sohell was also al stake, and though he was not shown 1o have been in-
volved in atomic espionage, his case was undoubtedly caught up in the powerful
surge of these revelations.” (Vol. 54, p. 228)

Appeals Judge Jerome Frank, (in a minority opinion) said that the jury
should have been permitted to consider the eane of Morton Sobell separately.

"SOBELL’S SENTENCE . . .\
Morlon Sobell, who pleaded innocefit, wns sentenced to 30 ycars.by Judge
Kaufman,

. h
Mt et s AL el AR LA 1 L Sy W e o s

.

RS

ks Salna

e e e e e 1 ad. - .

L



-

January 19567

tabor donated

1]

An

- Bvery friend »
3pgll Connittes

d every kﬁqghor of oaoch
"the Bay Ares is in-

to Bay Ares,

‘fiﬁﬂ! 5&?@-ﬁiﬁﬁ MEETING JANUARY

trade union lesders

.t"igg. to hear the latent news of the ESo- tures on the'appeal to Preaident Elsen~
T3l case wnd to help orygtellius O hower; Us B, Ssnator Williss Langer s
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.. %1'{ Valsnois Street, San Franoieoo. Comnittoe; OUF drive for $3,000 by
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DISHWASHER GIVES §(,000
SAVINGS TO DRIVE ..
FOR SOBELL -

A SanPrancisco dishwash~
er gave $1,000 of monsy be
nad saved for hic old age
to help £re66 LOTLOR schell.

1na letter snoloaing hia
cheok, Be $old Mra, Helen
Sonell: "I have been a wark~
ny earnings - have not heen
large 1 have always tried
to help caunes that would
help the working pal. Over
the years Ihave saved 8036
money 8o that in the near
future when I csnnct work
py later years would nét he
Yoo lean. S
"¥I'm doing what I am be~
cause I think your hushand's
freedom end vindigcstion
would lead to a futurs far
rrigrtor and fuller for By=
self end othersies”

Mrs, Sobell replied: "1
#&now now 88 I have never
known hefore +the depth of
teeling and pupport thsi
oomes trom the hesrts “and
minds ~of others ‘who 1Qye

Morton Por the noble stend
\hat he has takeh..e"
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mas all By Jife, While l
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NIONISTS

S

_,Bi_n.‘:mglv‘ hase drafied s letter to
and Rew York trade union leaders, '
the national

appesl for Pres-
ton in behslf of Morton
Sobell. . ‘

" New alg,nnturu't.o the ap~
peal will Dbe snnounced at
the L.A. Sobsll Committes’s
Pebruary 22 dinner for U.S.
Sepator Willism Langer.

In his leticr Billings
Bays: *Bocs Of you may re-
peaber the MNooney~EBillings
osse  of 40 yesrs ago. I
“ap the same Warren X Bil-
lingda who was wnjustly is-
‘prisoned for- 38 years with’
Tom MoOnesyees )
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dioated tothe task of pre=-
perving honeet justioce for
all, for unless we preserve
that standard, noné of us
is safe fron falee soousa-
tion ond unjust imprimon-=
‘ment. It wes only througi

he £ight msde for us by
Lahor thay Moonsy ‘snd 1
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bell, whohas hesn unjustly
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oonmit esplonage.!
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the President ‘asking tor
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gignature to the tnolosed
“appeal signed by B0 DaADY
eninent Amsricans..s” :
. "E{11inga' letter to the
treds unioniste will spark
perencued drive for signa-
turea of “West Coast commu~
"nity leadera to the national
eppesl.

Igyued by
Boy drea

Council of Sodall Cow
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APPEAL TO THE PRESIDENT

A T e E2¥-r g

esident ght D. Eisenhower
e White Hbuse
& shington, D.C,

ar Mr. President:
.48 DeCaLse e
-y

: I n s M
N iﬁlf%at nption. and: o
4 y,gE§i@§ > add

Lo at, weLaddress,ic

& lorton Sobell.

e N T TR TR

Morton Sobell, now in his seventh year of imprisonment
fined in Alcatraz, is seeking a new trial to reverse his 30-
ar sentence on a charge of wgongpiracy to commit espionage.”
th he and his defenders maintain that he is innocent. Moreover,
~ t3ial record shows that the judge in passing sentence stated:
Rhe ¢vidence in the case did not point to any activity on your
orten Sobellts) pert in comnection with the atomic bomb project.”

A A M

'We do not press upon you, My, President, the question of

-tor. Sobell's innocence oOr guilt-~-for we ourselves are not of

o mind on that issue. Our faith in our democratic system of
Rg=tice assures us that the truth will ultimately be established.

et eRS iR G

We believe it is vital that our nation safeguard its security,

Y Reyhad M Ty Y
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’ o R AT Wy s
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. it is important that we do not permit this concern to lead us
B-ray from our traditiens of justice and humanity. In this light,
Curther believe thst Morton Sobell's continued imprisonment does AN
.lg:vc{our_nntion'l"1n=quo§w9£;'00urtsya~~q. T o 20k, G
N T '-:‘E.f.".‘ .-_mje-_-a;i._ Z . X ot
Therefcrs, most resp ctfully and earnestly, Mr. President, .
ik to you to exercise your executive- authority either by asking ...
. Attorney GCeneral to consent to a new trisl far Morton Sobell or.
the granting of Executive Pardon or Commutation, We take the '
R erty of urging your personal attention to this matter. - KR
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T Eustace Haydon, Prof.Emeritus, University of Chicago, Chicago,Ill.

e ¢« Carroll P, Hurd, Westminster College, Salt Lake City, Utah

- Sumner M, Kalman, Stanford University Medical School,San Francisco

: NPT, Isaac Kolthoff, University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, Minn,

# QEE!1. Kuehne, Prof. Emeritus, University of-Texas, Augtin, Texas
o f. Gerhard lLoose, University of Colorado, Boulder, €olo.

i cis M, Myers, Dean of College of Arts and Sciences, University
o of Denver, Denver, Colo.-

o Robert Reid Newell, Stanford University Medical School,San Francisco
B f. Victor Paschkis, Columbia University, New York, N.Y, '

o M. Lings Pauling, Pasadena Institute of Technology,Pasadena,Calif,

@. Geofige W, Platzman, University of Chicago, €hicago, Ill.

o R . Dale Pontius, Roosevelt University, Chicago, Ill. . X
i . Anatol Rappaport, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Mich.
¢ ", Oscar K. Rice, University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, N.C.
{ pf+ Alex Rosenberg, Northwestern University, Iliinois

: K, Louise Pettibone Smith, Prof. Emeritus, Wellesley College,
f : ' - Winchester Center, Conn.
¥W{. Sidney J. Socolar, University of Chicago, Chicago, Ill.-
® Haiold C, Urey, Scientist and Nobel Prize Winner, Chicago, Ill.
} Frank Weymouth, Los Angeles, Calif. - .
B. H. H. Wilson, Princeton University, Princeton, N.J. :
Bhur E. Woodruff, Instructor University of Chicago, Chicago, Ill.
f. Francis D. Wormuth, University of Utah, Salt Lake City, Utah,
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Le» Bigelman, Los Angeles, Calif. :

Fr.nk C. Davis, psychologist, Beverly Hills, Calif,
Norman Lavet, North Hollywood, Calif,

Miiton Z. London, Los Angeles, Calif.

Leo Mayer, New York, N.Y. L

Aluxander E, Pennes, los Angeles, Calif.

Clyde D. Phillips, Chicago, Ill.

Jeremiah Stamler, Chicago, Ill.
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er lavis, commentator, Washington, D.C.
Fothy Day, editor Catholic Worker, New York, N.Y,
fic rank, author, Truro, Mass. :
Rwel.. Geismar, literary critic, Harrison, N.Y. -
g liann Harrison, editor Boston Chronicle, Boston, Mass.
¥is Mumford, Amenia, N.Y. ' ’
Scott Nearing, author, Camp Rosier, Maine -
¥S. Vaxman, editor and publisher, Los Angeles, Calif,
liann Appleman Williams, historian, Eugene, Oregon
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ly . Balch, Nobel Prize Winner, Wellesley, Mass,
den llarston Beardsley, lLos Angeles, Calif.
sie!F.Binford, Hull House, Chicago, Ill.
p®y H. Gleason, Hull House, Chicago, Ill.
tcs ombrie, Lawrenceville, N.J. ' \
ibert. L. Oison, former Governor of California, who freed. Tom Mooney
and Warren Billings, Los Angeles

los Angeles, Calif,

- B
LR,

L ety

Blcaret T. Simkin

or- Thomas, ngislative Representative American Friends Service
} ‘ . Committee, San Francisco, Calif.

4 Lesiey West, Syracuse, N.Y.
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abbi Moses J. S, Abels, former Rabbi Temple Emanuel in Brooklyn

and former President Bklyn Board of Rabbis, New York, N.Y,
Zwi Anderman, New York, N.Y, o #3
Sidney Ballen, Nassau Community Temple, West. Hempstead N.Y

i Jerome S. Bass, Beth Emeth Cong. Philadelphia, Pa. : .
Ben Zion Bergman, Burbank,'Calif,

i Samuel Bernstein, New York N.Y, -

M. D. Bial, Temple Sinai, Summit, N. J.
s Jerome B. Cohen, Englewood N.Jde
r. Franklin Cohn, Les Angeles, Calif, :
bbi Bentjamin Englander, Cong.Bfnai Israel, Irvington, N J.s»
Julfan B, Feibelman, Temple Sinai, New Orleans, La. . .
Morris Fishman, Community Synagogue, Atlantic City, N. J.
Oscar Fleishaker, Ahavas Israel Synagogue,Grand Rapids Mich.
i Seymour Freedman, Buffalo, N.Y. -
Alfred L. Friedman, Union Temple of Broocklyn, Brooklyn,N, Y.
" Ephraim Frisch, New York, N.Y.
Dr. Emanuel Gamoran, New York, N. Y.
Daniel Goldberg, New York, N. Y.
Jacob Goldberg, New York, "N.Y.
Sidney Greenberg, Temple Sinai, Philadelphia, 'Pa.
dabbi Louis D. Gross, New York, N.Y.
: Avery J. Grossfield, Florence, S.C.
Z.Harry Gutstein, Sons of Israel, Willimantic, Conn,
Harry Halpern, East Midwood Jewish Center, Brooklyn,N,Y,
Samuel Horowitz, Cong. Beth Aaron, Billings, Mont.
. Wolli Kaelter, Temple Israel, Long Beach, Calif,
i. Jerome Kestenbaum, Cong. Rodoph Sholom, Tampa, Fla.
i Aaron Kirschenbaum, New York, N.Y.-
 Raymond Leiman, Cong. B'nai ferael Steubenville, Ohio
Arthur J, Lelyveld New York, N.Y.
. Eugene J. Lipman, New York, f.Y.
Daniel Manies, Brooklyn, N.Y.
Israel Raphael Margolies, Cong. Beth Am West Englewood N.J.
Carl I. Miller, Temple Israel Gary, Tnd.
. Uri Miller Baltimore, Md.
arbi Emanuel ﬁackman, Far Rockaway, N.Y.
@abbl Dr.Phillip Rosenberg, Temple Beth Shalom, Santa Ana, Calif,
Rosenthal, Rabbi Emeritus, Cong.Sons of Israel, Suffern,N.Y.
. Samuel Rosinger, Temple Emanuel, Beaumont, Texas "
Erwin Ruch, Flatbush Jewish Center, Brooklyn,N Y, ' s
%L Stephen A, Schafer, Collingwood Temple, Toledo, Ohio .
., Solomon Segal, Beth Israel Cong., Moose Jaw,Sask., Canada .
i, Sanford M. Shapero, Elmira, N.Y. T
. David S. Shapiro, Cong. Anshe Sfard, Milwaukee, Wis. v
. David Wolf Silverman, YMHA Temple, Aurora, Ill. .
. Jacob Singer, Chicago, Ill. ‘i;
. Alan Mayor Sokobin, Temple Beth El, Laurelton, N.Y. -
Solomon Shapiro, Brooklyn,N Y. -
r. Joshua Trachtenberg, Temple Emeth, Teaneck, N.J.
abbi Jacob J. Weinstein, KAM Temple, Chicago, ‘111.

ROFESSORS .

rofy David Blackwell University of California, Berkeley,.Calif.

rof; Derk Bodde, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pa.

rof! Murray Branch, Moorehouse College, Atlanta, Ga. :

re. BE.H. Brunquist, Prof Emeritus, University of Colorado,
Medical School, Denver, Coio.

grof. Anton J, Carlson, University of Chicago Chicago Ill.

r. I'phraim Cross, City College, New York, N.Y.

pr. burris Cunningham, University of California Berkeley, Calif.

grof, John J, DeBoer, University of Illinois, Urbana, 111, :

rof. Lloyd H. Donnell Illinois Institute of Technology,Chesterton,

Indiana

°rof, Kermit Eby, University of Chicago Chicago Ill.

da Y. Field, Guilford College, N,C.

brof  Gardner Murphy, Menninger Foundation, preka, Kansas

rof. Erwin R. Goodenough, Yale University, New Haven, Conn,

P

SR VI DT TULEY K m ane Ly it Tt e Tre e ompae e en o

S Y T SR T

apr e

N BT S T N



mote. S .
e following have signed as jndividuals. Their associations .
e listed as means of jdentification only, and do not imply
e sponsorship of their organizations.

JUDGES AND

o Benman,%Chicago; 1.

Bbert L. Brook, Los Angeles, calif.

N ondon L. Chapman, Chicago, I1l.

M -of. Thomas I. Emerson, Yyale Law Scheol, New Haven, Cann.

g ohn F, Finerty, attornéy in the Sacco-Vanzetti and Meoney-Billings
' cases, New York, N.Y.

B A lan Frankel, los Angeles, Calif.
udgn Norval K. Harris, Sullivan, Ind.
[Jhilip A. Klapman, Chicago, Ill. g
. rold V. Knight, executive director Benver Branoh ACLU,Denver,Colo.
onrad Lynn, New York, N.T.

- niel Marshall, Los Angeles, Calif.

Bouis McCabe, Philadelphia, Pa.

dge Patrick H., O'Brien, betroit, Mich.

eorge Olshousen, San Francisco, Calif.

Bichard Ww. Petherbridge, El Centro, calif. '

B..of, Malcolm Sharp, University'of Chicago Law School,Chicago, Ill.

Qudge Edward P. Totten, Santa Ana, Calif,
"1 Witherspoon, St. Louis, Mo.

M NISTERS

B-v. David Andrews, Methodist Minister, greensboro, N.Ce

k.. Roland H. Bainton, Yale Divinity School, New Haven, Conn.
Mev, Willlam Baird, EsseX Community Church, Chicagp, 111,

8. barold J. Bass, The Church For Today, Tacoma, Wash.

B.v. Reginald H. Bass, Community Church, Brooklyn, N.Y.

fov, Howard C. Bushing, san Francisco, Calif. :

M.v. Fred Cappuccino, Christ Methodist Church, Chicago, Ill.
Bov. W. Sterling Cary, The Church of the Open Door,,Brooklyn,N.Y.
jov. Dr. J. Raymond Cope, Berkeley, Calif. ‘

jov . Henry Hitt Crane, Central Methodist Church, Detroit, Mich.
;=v.-Edwin'T. Dahlberg, Delmar Baptist church, St. louis, Mo.

4 . G. Shubert Frye, Syned of New York, Syracuse, N.Y.
R-v. Erwin A. Caede, Los Angeles, Calif.

eV . Curtis R. Gatlin, New York, N.l.
d. . Cornelius Greenway, Universalist Church, Brooklyn,N.Y.

‘ j R, Weslew He Hager, Grace Methodist Church, St.louis, Mo.
qev, John Paul Jones, Union Presbyterian Church of Bay Ridge,Bklyn,N.Y.
ov., Juseph P. King, Baptist Church, Chicago, I1l.
B-v. Dang Klotzle, finiversalist Service Committee, Boston, Mass.
| Dr.} John Howland Lathrop, Unitarian Church, Brooklyn,N.Y.
¥-. FaultL. Lehmann, Harvard {iniversity, Cambridge, Mass. ,
- .Bernakd M. Loomer, Divinity School, University of Chicage,Chicage
oo R shcp Edgar A. Love, Baltimore Area, The Methodist Church,
. : ! T Baltimore, Md. .
. JEev. Archie Matson, . Broadway Methodist Church, Glendale, Calif.
%, Peter McCormack, Protestant Chaplain Alcatraz, San Francisca,Cal.
R.v. Sidney G. Menk, University Heights Presbyterian Church ,New York
-v. James Myers, New York, N.Y. ‘ ,
eV, G Earl Page, First Congreg tional Church, Spencer, Iowa
By, |J.Kenneth Pfohl, Winston-Salem, N.C.’ ‘
F® Dreyden L. Phelps, Fellowship Lhureh,; Berkeley, Calif.
8. Irving E. Putnanm, Methodist Church, Minneapolis, Minn.
ev. (Daniel Lyman Ridout, administrative aecretary,Baltimore Area,
: . The Methodist Church, Baltimore, Md.
ean Paul Roberts, Episcopal‘Cathedral, Denver, Colo.
pv s :Charles W, Stewart, Peoples A.M.E, Church,.Brooklyn,N.Y.
v. ‘Walter Carl Subke, 3an Francisco, Calif.

",

e -bert W. Kenny, fermer Attorney General of Califnrnia,los Angeles,Cal;ﬁ
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