YAYY.

% .

PTG AR

. ~n
4'1‘ >

.

)
Tave xR

3

N

%

<

s

P AP o s e

e

Sy S B

Yue® .‘:‘.\"'.A 1> a3




OF THE MM‘;@ PAGES EN@MJBED

THAT ARE BLURRED, LIGHT OR
OTHER

'WISE DIFFICULT TO READ

ARE THE RESULT OF THE CONDITION

AND OR COLOR OF THE ORIGINALS
OVIDED. THESE ARE THE BEST

" COPIES AVAILABLE.




Invemory Worksheet
r FD-503 (2-18-7T)

{month/year)

rd
- r‘ Ve ’\/-y :’,7 { /
File No: 4/\«’?1 o / L{ ) Re: j i DRI ) d Date:

. Description No. of Pages Exemptions used or, to whom referred
Serial Date (Type of communication, to, from) Actual {Released (Identify statute if 1)(3) cited)
\ ! __Z ),gfof/fb\ﬂ/«,ﬁf/ Gold 6S-52¢ v F— A//-%Ca«ycz,(
o T I N N -
/ ‘4)5’" \ Tk // Kb /9 ‘i’Z’ j AN ‘f o _/,JP,J- // ! )
(7/"/' / / // (/ ¢
/777 ”@75’ /z/(%’ G ST A / ' 97 : i -
d ‘\__ P . / . )
AR e @
1728 V- Y &l T 1 | | b7

/
C -1 /2/5/ . i - p f 3
[ 77 e | Ha [ bl /
1780 | 7%95 | Dy d Tix St A
PRl |Ad Lok dufecd /
Cl)/g/’ ‘ "
pi_ |77 | HE b sed (
I/

i

Q_ 1781 |"Whc| Dup ot dedicee

|| bre

2 |yl
O, N
O]+

7/

/78 2 ‘%3/7& /uéf/ D+ HA /
pe Yosss v Pk 1A 3
/

=1

/. :
BY N A ST N ‘/
ﬁcoufo

ﬁ/}g 1 ”/32;/‘95 f%((cu fk phaitts o /\wrm/rwj’ »
2> o 3
L s /;m r /ﬂ/ //VWWJ«/ Ww—-«




Invemry Worksheet
FD-503 (2-18-77)

/J'ﬁ,. s

|

; : EIKS R
File No / ) = Re: - Date:
! (month/year)
Description No. of Pages Exemptions used or, to whom referred
Serial Date (Type of communication, to, from) Actual 1Released (Identify statute if (b)(3) cited)
1722 | e | — ]y ’/‘ ]A,Z
/23 S\ KW a7l pe i W | Y
c e ‘
f { j’ J/ S / o\ - Z
Y [/ . Q - /. Ty
/ /-; o | L) ‘Vf) ('[) A /f 7 X s
"/ @

I

/Vg[ a [T Hd

|
|
l
'
|
|
}
/
|
|
1757) ’/w" 10/# /7” M / ; ’ -
r R %o/ Lot X /1 !
IR ,/[“( /1 /% ' S
'[‘(7\‘ B - . /‘4’ (Z L L /1 Ny "y LN / : /
;- | ’
N . |
780 | Mie | g i f oo~
\ ¢ / 1
O 1My s \ s o /r 16 20 - | / 7 @
7 O’," :
) \ / p
' g 0
3/ X |
/'7L[IL //w | P ,f/jL./’ A & / ; \
o P
et , , \ :
1742 “en A\ u)e e ST A \0’](/ hv ot
>, ¢ i
.3 -~ "/’ i — ) {
/.} fl"‘ /"/(19“’,1 j €l (ol /(/f / / L//) / : [

yIoary s Y, 0 7
A / JZW/“’)” /(,g/ W ST ooy



Inventory Worksheet
FD-503 (2-18-77)

File No: /0/" PP R

Re:

P (_/( L <

Date:

(month/year)

No. of Pages

Exemptions used or, to whom referred

o

Description
Serial Date (Type of communication, to, from) Actual 'Rﬂased (Identify statute if (b)(3) cited)
1
. , ' ‘ ) i
e | o BRd g [ 1]
e —
2/ . : ! f v
J7 “/ ::’ C)/Q‘) I/foc:? JUJ /' _/I "" T a)\ !' ; \() K
‘\—: . '\g';, , ‘ | . '
/'7Lf > 11 u’ - 7 ;,))\ SR / ) - Z : \ .
i T
sl o] R SR :\[ b2 b0
134y 09 L) o7 HdanX ool | WYV T2
5—/1'1 ! . S / - ; b/5/5 f/ﬁd/‘/ ad S- /@26/1/(/::‘%
MR e | Hh A Lo a‘«’wg — (C-SELI— g
{
5/49/ . , !
1745 Plbe {80 g0 e /]
b
; | %
AR %%7 O/ 7T Hik 515 b , |
; 4 i ok : -~
- Shaf 1o i %5/%7_% Y/ | Despes 24 o 7 Bercbons
AN /U lp‘\ ' ‘/;’c} & ‘/'5/3“1’,7(7“4‘-«/ gl e é :«4./ = »2(%17!4\, [ : 65 ~ 57 ?6 - 2 4[‘;'0 .’
[
oy )
Ir ¢ g }
¢ /f&"'." ¢ . o/
/747 ! Olsa | A) JJJ 13-4 2 : - b 7
— R el || Q) o ek /T
: i N /' .'{ . N r——h\
Z?‘/Zﬁ //J/ié;"é? C’(JZH: R B TLA Ut i;"}u” v o / E_}
|
PN . i
944 A o [T S F 1o bre
7
’ \ 21, o i 0

0
7 s /WWvdvé Y e e



Inventory Worksheet
FD-503 (2-18-77)

,/
Iy -
File No: B Re: e e ™ Date:
SR A {month/year)
] Description No. of Pages Exemptions used or, to whom referred
Serial Date (Type of communication, to, from) Actual ;Released (Identify statute if (b)(3) cited)
|
1] L ]9 v
>
y o) 3 ] /M :’_ i TS - ! 7
{/ 1
O s
7 | /
i /
R Vso/. 7 ; Vo / Pilun. Al
Y 1o | fope Do 1] Y | (0 [ Al
T T v

\ |
= \/T-{,’", y 2 § ? [77 ¢ @
J75 Mo | pig Do 4 2 Hb
PR 2/‘5/7) C i Dt b i ) //»,E \/7/ }37{/
(752 |7Po0y | WFp dut i /
795 2 115/ o /vu A Ji il )
sy by | i gim 40 o

/ L. -~
w | W )T HA oo
v

/\-) P\ //W/‘ﬂ.) /\/}Z ,.'.‘I?}..':i: a0, >‘,n{'l* /]

=
S
b

5 0 0
. /@m,/ M/ . g



lnvemory Worksheet
FD-503 (2-18-77)

//('} ,,7

File No: /‘)/J ,‘/_ Re: O A " Date:
L PR {month/year)
Description No. of Pages Exemptions used or, to whom referred
Serial Date (Type of communication, to, from) Actual TReleased (Identify statute if (b)(3) cited)
|
[ ’
) Vit g ! /
J ¢ Vs
/U‘ o / (9/-7/ / /U vf\{ L(/Z / L ;f.(; ;,-‘ _f"-:‘l el / I,
/ |
o3/ ‘ 2|
- f e | 782
/757 {1234, g 17 D > |
; |
(,:;, ) 1)'\ P L) CA .:
T
QJ/ /" \ - :
1o/, /<> S -y 2 b
/ ? / i | Al Yyl X j_é e QZ : ‘
i '
({} I
/i _ |
JZ 4 7 ; ey HA 30 | [ !

('0/29/7 y

i A HS,
v

L 70

)97/ é;& é']ﬂ b[

L/ d‘{ /% e /7[62 J«'xwp i fp .

/V {}’ .,i?,_,e..:ﬁ' A m/wp o d,

J
i~

e/

My o [T HA
O

_WME 72 /U» qut e Q‘
72/ \ y
1743 /6/751 /) u Dok U 2/ F| hio

P

0 0
5
Aery /","/ provierikl S

FBI/DOY



Inventory Worksheet

. FD-503 (2-18-77)

. . -3 N
S WA T S /) 9] s
File No: /V A R Re: eV e e Date:
R {month/year)
) Description No. of Pages Exemptions used or, to whom referred
Serial Date (Type of communication, to, from) Actual ,Released (Identify statute if (b)(3) cited)

il

iy
A/

~
o
T
e
-/
et
~Z

~ |~ !

-, ¢ /‘3 R [ ’f. ) p
70y Povme Dot g/ 0

_ ks // /“f /c)mu ik N s el

~
~e

—, f &“f' “} ; g ” P
e T [ o D Ok
v‘\ .j. L
- /e .
/ w7 g /) S S A 702
“

~ [P

700 XSy | fe Dt Ha
Cf/ , .

1768 |73 | AR Lt Ny
lfry /) N

1769 /"‘3/73 ,UL{f AT

Ew/
b7 b ®

Vi

Disposi e M? kaw{
S-5§2%~ 7

Orsﬂ”"f"‘“ P WA
G- 5883% — 347

» == V|~ |~=

- 177U Gind | aon P R
/

- (1' ;’,I,'; / J,] ‘ - _;" .o
UR [64y | 3Rd %mw} Jit K

(

—~——

pR_ ik | Hg Get aedp
Yfao) S |
/77/ /39/7“/ /UL\; jvl)f M o //f/l\,((? Cir

KA

cposi T v § Ronirdir<”
— il 2(/ S§27C. 3475/
= W p O .
/(M/ /[,é/() /‘Lufvuo,» /\_,CL/ /W*QWQ/MWFB:/DOJ

—~—— ~\’\°\\




Invemory Worksheet
. FD-503 (2-18-77)

File No:

A
Zﬂy I\:_w' 5/ O

Re:

Date:

/()/ /l(/):

|

h!

. [0
/U of N La e P
a

Y/ )

NS Ao ad {month/year)
Description No. of Pages Exemptions used or, to whom referred
Serial Date (Type of communication, to, from) Actual J'Released (Identify statute if (b)(3) cited)
1
1 |
s (P - /, ) ;o i 0
1772 li2 Mol Yy e / b7
A ¢ ;I
(f’ "\ . / | 'l/
~ - : ; 5 [N 1 i
1/ 77 j) /d ;)/7;{, /f) 2 Jb,*‘ \}'j o FL LN ’ /Q— l qu
)
O Ty A °
~ il s / ;/’ |
/ /7 ")//‘,/ 6{{‘,«.,@.\ 0+ /' S o 3 0 MM W‘/r
I L] LA
|
|
|
i
]
!
|
|

e{ >’Z2§6' 2%4

R f).,,,: A A AL / L @ 7’- } ,Zo—wvﬁ%(
1 ' . | (TN (M
7 B | ol -
we__ |7y o L 2edpu, A psSto 218
' | |
/773"' / 79/ &H.b/jz Y \,r/';f\/bd7 ///C[ L4y y«/z / i p fj = M {-2Y57
L o/ A L | Yespess 7T T B 4s -E23<Ya
S _A)QQ, /DJ/7§ /Z (‘fzr\/\/é; ,Z/ St O A /Z \/ﬁ* : ~— .)
y | Dspositaor 17 T Foserhery bs-gfz s 2477
R85 | o w RIS Y 1
T Lt oo o, 65-sg236 2470
- [ | -~ S/ o ‘ {z
/{/ 5",2“ ‘7/9 //7 'Y ﬁv} f/}i AZQJ(» ‘)T}/UZ ﬁ,-«‘\,\efp O r;.-ﬂ/l‘ é L pl;ﬂ M
< ! .
WR_[2)s | Dt 588 e Py = |pspsto e Ly g gaste 245
o P N\
/)L o 215N\l o Jr L il il /, AR
4 ’ ) o
?)\ % / } L; / \/) ﬂ FB1/DOJ
tis e ) e g



I
T .

MAILED 10 -

NOV7-1968 |

. Tavel
Trotter
. Tele. Room
Hol

BawiT

Cover nc. mm-k (10s-37158) " " R
;m: O mmtou » uoz.uu) T AT

November 8, 1968

MORTON ”‘I&

- . e -
;] A a* RS = .
- « L R R : <

L S

“~

mht 10/8/“ tdviltng that subjoct hld ftlod

a petition for & writ of certiorari with the U.S. Supreme

. Jurisdiction. That court also denied Scobell's motiom for

Tolson

Court from the decision of the U.8. Court of Appeals for the -
fhird Circuit denying Scbell's ¢laim for credit for the period
of his presentence imprisonment om the grounds of lack of -

eredit for the time in prison while awaiting the docuion
on ul appeal,

The Oov.rnnnt um 2 supplemental memorandum
vith the Suprems Court and iz that motion stated that Sobell \

- had filed a wmotion under Title 18, U.8, Code 2255 in the

U.B. Pistrict Court for the Southern District of Nevw York
seoking credit for the presentence custody as well as credit -
for the time spent im custody pending appeal., That motion was
filed on October 18, 1968, and was scheduled for argument ‘
November 8, 1068, idvtu results of tho urguant af 11/6/60.

-

lorton 80ben was mvicted along vim o-d-

OTE:
&@ X¥thel Rosenberg for conspiracy to commit espionage. He was _?:

Deloach —

Mohr
. Bishop
Casper
Cclluhcm
+ Conrad
Felt
- Gale
. Rosen me—e—tn

Sullivan

arrested August, 1950, tried and sentenced in Mareh, 1951, -~
He filed an "elcction not to serve"” which permitted him to -
remain in New York dutring the eriginal appeal from his trial;
howvever, this time did not count as a reduction in his sentence.

Sobell is currently utﬁmgm;\mpemgor both these

perieds of time.
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I the Suprene dourt of the United States

OcroBer TERM, 1968

No. 509"

MorTON SOBELL, PETITIONER
v'

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES AND
DirecTOR, UNITED STATES BUREAU OF PRISONS

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED
STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT

SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM FOR THE UNITED STATES

This memorandum is submitted in response to the
direction of the Court that the government submit “a
further response to petitioner’s contention at pages
10-11 of his petition for writ of certiorari that there
is no rational basis for applying 18 U.S.C. § 3568
only to prisoners sentenced after October 2, 1960.”’*

*In our original brief in opposition we did not respond to
the merits of petitioner’s contention that he was entitled to
credit against his sentence for the period of his pre-sentence
custody, but addressed ourselves only to the holding of the
court below that the claim for credit for such time had to be

1)
824-387—68




2

In 1960 Congress amended 18 U.S.C. § 3568 to
provide that the Attorney General should give credit’

for pre-sentence custody in any case where sentence
was imposed on or after October 2, 1960, under a

statute requiring the imposition of a mandatory mini-

mum sentence (74 Stat. 738). Prior to the effective
date of this amendment there were no situations in
which the Attorney General was either required or
permitted to give credit for preZsentence custody.

In 1966, the Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Cirecuit held in Stapf v. United States, 367
F. 2d 326, that in view of the fact that the 1960
amendment to § 3568 gave credit for pre-sentence
custody to some prisoners sentenced after October 2,
1960, it would be unconstitutional to diseriminate
against other prisoners sentenced after that date by
denying them credit for pre-sentence custody. After.
this decision of the District of Columbia Circuit was
followed in the Fourth and Seventh Cireuits (see
Dunn v. United States, 376 F. 24 191 and United
States v. Smith, 379 F. 2d 628), the Bureau of Prisons
brought in the Southern District of New York, where the
sentence was imposed.

Subsequent to the filing of our opposition, petitioner ﬁled 3
2255 motion in the United States District Court for the South-
ern District of New York seeking credit for the pre-sentence
custody and also credit for the time spent in custody pending
appeal under his election not to commence service of sentence.
That motion was filed on October 15, 1968 and is presently
scheduled for argument in the district court on November 6,
1968. We reiterate our position that such a proceeding in the
sentencing court is the only appropriate method to seek to

remedy an allegedly improper lack of credit for pre-sentence
custody.

3

issued a policy statement indicating that it would give
credit for pre-sentence custody to prisoners sentenced
within those circuits (Pet. App. D); the statement
did not distinguish among sentences according to date.
On further consideration and after the Fifth Circuit
had rendered a decision following Stapf (see Bryans
v. Blackwell, 387 F. 2d 764), the Bureau of Prisons
amended its policy statement to apply the Staph
ruling to all federal inmates. The amended ‘licy
statement declared (Pet. App. E, p. 43): o
Since the Stapf ruling was related to the 1960
amendment to 18 U.S.C. 3568, and was designed
to remedy a disparity which would otherwise
exist between mandatory minimum penalty
cases which received the jail-time credit under
the statute and nonminimum cases which did
not, the credit will be applied only to those
who were sentenced during the effective period
of the 1960 amendment. * * *

This ruling was totally consistent with the rea-
soning of the Stapf decision. The unconstitutional
discrimination found in Stapf resulted from t.fact
that the 1960 amendment required assmsimes the giving
of credit for pre-sentence custody to those who received
mandatory minimum sentences while such credit was
not being given to other prisoners sentenced at the
same time. As the eourt in Stapf recognized, however,
the 1960 amendment to §889% was not retroactive, 367
F. 2d at 330. As to prisoners sentenced prior to Octo-
ber 2, 1960, the applicable statute provided uniformly
that “the sentence of imprisonment of any person
* * * shall commence to run from the date on which




T e o A o s N RN e %
R R S R T N L TN ST WL NIRRT PRt i

T 0 A PR L)

4

such person is received at the penitentiary, reforma-
tory, or jail for service of said sentence. * * * No
sentence shall prescribe any other method of computing
the term.”” 62 Stat. 838 (Pet. 4).

Since petitioner’s sentence is governed by a statute
that applied without diserimination to all persons
éonvicted contemporaneously, with him, there is here
. none of the discrimination between persons similarly
situated that was determinative in Stapf. To hold
otherwise would be contrary to the express congres-
sional directions that the subsequent amendments to
18 U.S.C. 3568 not be applied retroactively. See Bandy
v. United States, 396 F. 2d 929 (C.A. 8); Williams v.
United States, 335 F. 2d 290 (C.A.D.C.).

Congress clearly has the power to preseribe sentences |
for crimes committed against the United Stateé, and
has the power to reduce the penalties provided in ear-
lier statutes. If it chooses to do so only prospectively
it does not diseriminate in such a way as to deny due
~ process to those sentenced prior to the change whose

sentences were consistent with the statute as it existed

at the time of sentence. Similarly, here there is no
- unjust diserimination violative of due process against

those who were sentenced prior to the amendments to

§ 3568 merely because Congress determined that those

amendments should not be given retroactive effect. See

Comerford V. Massachusetts, 233 F. 2d 294 (C.A. 1),

certiorari denied, 352 U.S. 899.

Respectfully submitted.
ErwiN N. GriswoLp,

Solicitor General,
NOVEMBER 1968, ~

U.S. GOVERMEENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1960
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23 On 11/12/68, SA RALPH c. VOGEL ascertuined that
on th:ls date, the U. S. Supreme Court issued an order ia -
Morton Sobell vs. the Attorney General of the United -, hwy,“
States, Case 509, which was a petition for certiorari

_:tned 9/12/68. 'rhe order of the Court is quoted as follows:

R X

“The petition for a writ of certiorari
" is denied. Mr. Justice Douglas, Mr.
Justice Harlan and Mr. Justice Brennan»\
“are of the opinion that certiorari :
should be granted. The renewed appli--
_cation for release presented to Mr.
Justice Brennan, and by hi- referr

_ to the Court, is denied. Mr. Justxgé INFORMATTUN CGN

Douglas would grant bail for the r
that petitioner arguably has never Ffﬂﬁﬂ NCLASSiﬂ

' ;‘ received credit for the entire tiﬂm .30
_has served 1n prison. ' ‘ - v

Ll
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l!’O 101-2316

\:

RE AL L 3& A 5 L 1;,\, R s
e tn ‘further uplm’uon ot fho abou, :
SCHADE,: Assistant Clerk, U. 8. Supreme Court, advised:
8A VOGEL that on 9/4/38, SOBELL had filed applicqtiqli'_\ :
“ presented to Justife Brennan for release on bail::: This X"
- -application was opposed $/10/68 by the ancitor Gcn ral e
_and was doni.ocl ‘on 9/11/63 _b! Justice mmu ;
; «-’3 L @
3 od application Yor release on“
prountod 9/25/68 to Justice BRENNAN who -ubsoquontl ]
referred the applicatioa to the Court. 'As indicated i~y
_..above, the Court order serves to deny a renewed applie’-
cation tor ba.:u as ”vell u tho potition tor certiorarf
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FBI )
Date: 11/ 13/ 68

- (Type in plaintest or code) -

‘_r

:Ag';f} ‘and haa not yet rendered a decision..fhiggiﬁ;ghrazy~~ 5 asf:i%;
LT AUSA WILLTAMS advised that on 11/12/68,- the . 4

- SUBJECT: ‘omPoN OBELL

— v — ——"— ———

. . ESP-R - .-
4-3;'(00 New York) E

v‘,': o -
e .k‘."‘m S <o,
'l"‘ . ..,_'. .

*Re Bureau airtel to NY, ‘dated 11/8/68

o o AUSA STEPHEN F, WILLIAMS SDNY NYC advised
that a hearing was held in USDC, SDNY on 11/6 68, on a <~»~i

motion filed by subject under Section 2255, Title 18, usc,

seeking credit for presentence custody and post sentence

custody pending appeal. WILLIAMS advised that following

the arguments, the court took the matter under advisement

. Supreme Court denied subject's petition for a writ of A
“-certiorari and upheld the decision of the Us COurt of S0
Appeals for the Third Circuit, e :3 ,_,::-a;'-.:_ -

' AUSA WILLIAMS advised that due to the above 'decision

) ;\

ﬁalylew York ™

"by tﬁe Supreme Court, the action pr pending in USDC,
SDNY, will now only be concerned wiia\ presentence time
served by subJect.F5_; . -z ; S ,

u’(RM) 7 ’
Washington Field (101-2316

“- KCLINFORWA
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Transmit the following in
AIRTEL

"1 sussmcr:  worroN SoBELL

X | FBI

Date: 1/10/69

(Type in plaintext or code)

“]."  DUDLEY B, BONSAL"

R due process and equal protection by imposing additional _ ..
ugaﬂ;nake bail.t The government opposed subdect's appeal,“

_ {Priority) .«

ESP-R . -7~
(OO-New YOrk)

Re NY airtel dated 11/13/68.

R A review of the records of the Clerk's Office ,

-“US COurt of Appeals for the Second Circuit, NYC, reflects .
that the petition which had been filed by subjegt in
USDC, SDNY, on 11/6/68, was denied 11/20/68 by USDJ ,

»’ . ,,,'« ? SR
"’r-‘:.~ -«:.o B i

Subject filed notice of appeal with the Court
of Appeals on 12/9/68 and argument was held before the
~ Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit on 1/6/69.
.~ SubJect's attorneys argued that: subject was entitled to
"credit for pre-sentence custody under Judicial COnstruction
of 18 USC 3568; that the proper interpretation of the - g
sentence as imposed by the sentencing court requires that °
SOBELL be given eredit for his pre-sentence custody; and -
that the denial of credit for pre-sentence custody violates

imprisonment on SOBELL because of financial inability to

,e».. -.x -

N Following argument of subject's appeel the COurt
o ;‘or Appeals reserve decisien 1n the natter.~ : .

S -’5 The above is furnished tor-information}ot the i
Bureau._ ‘When a decision is rendered by . the Court of -
Appeala, the Bureau will be. advised.;hgn

v (é;nureau (RM)"~ 5”"‘:'
New York =it a. Q&*p
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- umwumn_——;
L‘} : Mr. ﬁe!;oach-—-—
T : ] Mr. Mohe
VIA TELETYPE Mz, Bahoy
. Mr. Callahane——-
JANT 4 1969 ,. Mr. Conrad——
Mr. F:llt..___-——-
. . Gale
ENCIPHERED Ms. Gale-
- - . mir. i an_k..
WA7 NY2 FBI PHILA S S UJ‘QS“’M“;_ o
’ . . . " S Mr. Trottere—w
915PM |- 14-69 URGENT JLx o SR o ' Tele. Room ——m
T0 DIRECTOR '
OFFICE

WFO

Miss Holmes—

-2483 ’ nr-:w 'YORK 100-37158 AND wnsumerou F I1ELD| Miss Gandy—r
181-2316 (PLAINTEXT) ’
1A WASHINGTON *
FROM PHILADELPHIA 65-4372

19

>
m’@on SOBELL, ESP - R, 00 NEV YORK.

H.:R RAUCH, ASSOCIATE WARDEN, USP, LEWISBURG, PA., ADVISED
SUBJECT !ELEASED FROM USP THREE PM ONE FOURTEEN SIXTYNIRE, HE WAS
TIME“FROﬂ;bATE OF ARREST TO DATE OF SENTENCING. USP RECEIVED ORD

‘ONE’FOURTEED SIXTYNINE FROM BUREAU OF PRISONS, WASHINGTON, D.C.,
- BASED ON ORDER FROM A COURT IN WASHINGTON, D'C. RAUCH DID NOT KNOWjﬁ

A
_ WHICH COURT. SUBJECT WAS DELIVERED 10 HILLIAMSPORT‘] &8~-., FOR TRAVEL
T0 HIS RESIDENCE IN NEW YORK CITY.

¢

NEWS SOURCES ADVISE DECISION RENDERED BY THREE JUDGE U.S. COURT

‘OF‘APPEALS IN NEW YORK. | KEC- 1o /4/,.- LL[‘YE"’737
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1 - Mr, DeLoach T
‘ W, A, Braniga 1~ Mr, T. E. Bishop Hoines
1l - Mr, ¥, C. Sullivan Y
O 1 - lr. 'o Ao Branigan *
: HORTON SOBELL 1 - uro Jo Po }

ESPIONAGE - RUSSIA

The U.S., Court of Appeals on Jaﬁuary 14, 1969, has
ordered the forthwith release of Morton Sobell,

Morton Sobell was convicted in 1951 along with
Julius and Ethel Rosenberg for conspiracy to commit espionage
on behalf of the Soviets, The Rosenbergs were executed and
Sobell was sentenced to 30 years imprisonment,

On October 15, 1968, Sobell filed a motion in the
U.S. District Court of the SOuthern District of New York .
seeking credit for his presentence custody as well as credit
for the time spent in custody pending appeal.

N Sl
i On November 12, 1968, the Supreme Court denied

4 Sobell's petition for a writ of certiorari and in effect denie43

-3 crediting him with the time spent during his first appeal.

- According to SAC, Turyn, the U.8. Court of Appeals,

Second Circuit, now sitting in New York, issued an order on
January 14, 1969, that Sobell was to be released forthwith but
according to Section 4164, Title 18, U.S, Code, he will be in
a '"parole status" but he is not on parole. Section 4164 of
Title 18 provides that a prisoner having served his term less
good time deduction shall upon release be determined as if -
released on parole until_the expiration of the maximum tern
for which he was sentenced less 180 days.

. . SAC, Turyn, advised that the U.S, Attorney's Office
in New York did not plan to appeal the court order,
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This is being submitted for information,
-, 10 JAN 16 1969

101-2483 v A 'ORM‘A /&
. TIGN-CONFAINEDY
naB: il / 4 it IS UNCLASSIFIED

7_BY

533 ANg 159 o | e <




A B B e 1 St e i e B Y aaiai

F - I

FD-366 {5-6-64)

UNITg) STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUéTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

New York, New York
January 29,1969

: ) In . Please Refer t
. FleNo. Byfile 101- 248 4 | |
~ NYfile le0-31258 - - S

?;/f -  :‘ }f - er . -

SUBJECT: . | 5" MORTON SOBELL

REFERENCE: . Memorandum dated 5/5/64. .

Referenced comﬁunication contained subject’s residence and/or employment
address. A recent change has been determined and is bemg set forth below (change
only specified):

. _ 30 Charlton Street
Residence: New York, New York o

Eniployinent:
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L ~_;e‘.§Ac’ “?yonx (100-37158) (P)

" MORTON OBELL -
'ESP-R -
: ,(OO-New Ybrk)

:~_., s

" Re mr a&rtel 1/10/69

K US COurt of Appeals for the Second 01rcu1t R
: NYC, today reversed the order of the USDC, SDNY, denying = b
© subJect credit toward service of sentence for pre-sentence s |
L time spent 1n custody because of failure to post bail. an

Decision noted that SOBELL had been arrested
August 18, 1950 and was held in custody when he did not
post bail of $100,000. - He was sentenced April 5, 1951.
The decision cited Title 18, USC, Section 3568(1964) and
stated it was the intent of the court to give credit for
pre-senténce time since failure to do so would violate -
.due process and equal protection by imposing additional
terms of imprisenment on defendants financially unable- to i
. .post bail. The decision further noted that the court has ;= .|°
- been informed by USA that with the credit for pre-sentence *
time the defendant was entitled to conditional release and -
it, therefore, ordered his reléase from custody forthwith

‘release of prisoners.,,»

o 1 Philadei ia (65-k372) (RM)
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
For THE Seconp Cmcurr
°
' No. 314—September "I'erm, 1968.
(Argued January 6, 1969 Decided January 14, 1969.)
| Docket No. 33020

.
ad

MorToN SOBELL,
Appellant,

- . —V— . -

UNiTeED STATES OF AMEBICA, |

Appellee.
—

- . Before: ‘
: ) : Moorg, Friexpry and Havs,
Circuit Judges.

4’
Appeal from an order of the United States District
Court for the Southern Pistrict of New York, Dudley B. .
Bonsal, Judge, denying appellant credit toward service of
his sentence for presentence time spent in custody because
of his failure to post bail.

. Reversed.
P

Taomas I. Emerson, New Haven, Conn. (Mar-
shall Perlin, New York, New York, and
David Rein, Washington, D. C.), for Ap-
pellant. SO

A ALL INFORMAT!ON RONTAINED
* HEREIN IS YNC,LASSIFIED
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SteerEr F. Wiutams, Assistant United States
Attorney (Robert M. Morgenthau, United
States Attorney for the Southern Distriet

of New York, and Charles P. Sifton, As-

sistant United States Attorney, of counsel),
for Appellee.

g

Havs, Circuit Judge:
Appellant, Morton Sobell, was arrested on August 18,
50, and charged with violating the Espionage Act.! Bail
was set at $100,000. Sobell did not post bail and remained
in custody until, following his indictment and subsequent

conviction, he was sentenced on April 5, 1951, to imprison- .

ment for 30 years, then the statutory maximum term for
the offense of which he was convicted.

This action was brought in the United States District
Court for the Southern District of New York pursuant to
28 U. S. C. §2255 (1964), to correct the 30-year sentence
of imprisonment by crediting Sobell with the time served
in custody for failure to post bail between the date of his

arrest and the date sentence was imposed—a period of ap-

roximately 716 months. The district court denied the re-

ef sought. We reverse.
" Appellant advances three reasons for crediting him with
the time spent in presentence custody: he is entitled to
credit pursuant to 18 U. 8. C. 43568 (1964) ; it was the in-
tent of the sentencing court to give him credit; and the
denial of credit violates due process and equal protection
by imposing on one financially unable to post bail an addi-
tional term of imprisonment. We agree that Section 3568

1 Act of June 15, 1917, ch. 30, title I, §2, 40 Stat. 217, 21819, ae
amended, 18 U. 8. C. §704 (1964).
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is properly to be construed as requiring that credit be
granted; we do not consider appellant’s other contentions.

Section 3568 prescribes the method of computing the
term of federal sentences of imprisonment. Until 1960 it
did not on its face require that any prisoner be given
credit for presentence time spent in custody.! In 1960
Congress, incorrectly assuming that the courts gave de-
fendants such credit as a matter of right except in cases
involving minimum mandatory sentences, in which the
courts thought they lacked the authority to give such
credit,® sought to eliminate the supposed disparity of
treatment by amending Section 3568 to require that fed-
eral DPrisoners be given credit toward service of their
sentences for presentence time spent in custody for fail-
ure to post bail where the offense for which the sentence
was imposed required the imposition of a minimum man-
datory sentence.*

2 4§3568. Effective Date of Sentence

“The sentence of imprisonment of any person convicted of an offense
in a court of the United States shall commence to run from the date
on which such person is received at the penmitentiary, reformatory, .or
jail for service of said sentence.

“If any such person shall be committed to a jail or other place of
detention to await his transportation to the place at which his sentence
is to be served, his sentence shall commence to run from the date on
which he is received at such jail or other place of detention.

“No sentence shall prescribe any other method of computing -the
term.” Act of June 25, 1948, ch. 645, §3568, 62 Stat. 683, 838.

See also Byers v. United States, 175 F. 2d 654 (10th Cir. 1949), oert
denied sub nom. Byers v. Hunter, 340 U, 8. 940 (1851).

3  See 8. Rep. No. 1696, 86th Cong., 2d Sess, (1960); H. B. Rep. No.
2058, 86th Cong., 2d Bess. (1960), reprinted in 2 [1960] U. 8. Code
Cong. & Admin. News 3288.

4  “Provided, That the Attorney General slmll give any [person con-
victed of an offense in a court of the United States] credit toward
service of his sentence for any days spent in custody prior to the
imposition of sentence by ‘the sentencing court for want of bail set
for the offense under which sentence was imposed where the statute

981



In 1966 the United States Court of Appeals for the Dis-

trict of Columbia Circuit considered the effect of the 1960
amendment on the sentence of a prisoner who, as is the
situation with Sobell, was sentenced to the statatory maxi-
mum term for an offense which did not require the imposi-
tion of a minimum mandatory sentence and who was not
given eredit for presentence time spent in custody. Stapf
v. United States, 367 F. 2d 326 (D. C. Cir. 1966). The
court believed that the amendment presented an equal pro-
tection problem, since it would be irrational to require that

dit be afforded in minimum mandatory sentence cases,
which generally involve the more serious crimes, while not
requiring it in lesser-offense cases.

Stapf has been followed in Dunn v. United Staies, 376
F. 2d 191 (4th Cir. 1967); United States v. Smith, 379
F. 2d 628 (7th Cir. 1967) ; Bryans v. Blackwell, 387 F. 2d
764 (5th Cir. 1967) ; and Lee v. United States, 400 F. 2d
185 (9th Cir. 1968). As a result of those cases the Burean
of Prisons promulgated regulations requiring that all
prisoners sentenced to maximum terms be given credit
for presentence time spent in custody. However, because
each of the cases involved prisoners who had been con-
victed after the effective date of the 1960 amendment, the

ean of Prisons’ regulations were limited to those pris-
oners who were sentenced between October 2, 1960 (the
effective date of the 1960 amendment) and September 19,
1966 (the effective date of the Bail Reform Act, 18 U. 8. C.
§§3041, 3141-43, 3146-52, 3568 (Supp. III 1965-67)).°

Sobell was sentenced before September 19, 1960. The
issue before us is whether he must be afforded eredit for

requires the imposition of a minimum mandatory sentence.” Act of
September 2, 1960, Pub. L. No. 86-681, 74 Stat. 738.

* 8 Jail-Time Credit Undor Court Decisions, Bureau of Prisons Policy
Btatement 7600.40A, February 9, 1068.
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the presentence time that he spent in custody. We thmk
he must. :

The 1960 amendment makes sense only if we assume
that the courts did grant credit except where a minimum
mandatory sentence was required. Thus the rationale of
Stapf, which upheld the statute against a constitutional
challenge by construing it to avoid its seeming irration-
ality, would require that credit be afforded in pre- as well
as post-1960 cases. As the court said in Stapf:

“This is not a case . . . where Congress removed part
of an evil but disclaimed action on the rest. This is
a case, rather, where Congress acted as to the only
evil that required legislative action, and assumed that
in all other instances equivalent relief would be pro-
vided by the courts. In such context the court acts
unlawfully when it effectuates rather than avoids an
arbitrary classification.” 367 F. 2d at 329-330 (foot-
note omitted).

<

That credit should be afforded for sentences imposed
before the effective date of the 1960 amendment is also
supported by the policy adopted in the Bail Reform Act
of 1966° which recognizes that for purposes of serving a
sentence all time spent in jail should be credited.’

6  Pub. L. No. 89-465, 80 Stat. 214, codified in 18 U. 8. C. §$3041, 3141
43, 3146-52, 3568 (Supp. III 1965-67).

7  We recognize that SBection 6 of the Bail Reform Act provides that
newly amended Section 3568 is to be spplicable only to sentences im-
posed on or after the effective date, and we aré not ruling that the
1966' Act is to be applied retroactively. Rather, we reach the resuilt
of giving ecredit in pre-1960 sentences by considering the policies con-
sidered by Congress in enacting the Bail Reform Act.

983
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* To the extent that Stapf and the cases that followed it
Limit relief to persons sentenced after the effective date of
the 1960 amendment, we disagree.*
~ We are not deterred in our decision to follow Stapf by
the remark in United States ex rel. Sacco v. Kenton, 386
. F. 2d 143, 144 (24 Cir. 1967), that this court “has never
adopted the holding in Stapf.” The court in Sacco noted
that its discussion of Stapf was “purely academic and of
no real consequence.” Id, at 145.
i The order of the district court is reversed. Since we are
;i ed by the United States Attorney that crediting
appellant with his presentence custody time would entitle
him to immediate conditional release, his release from cus-
tody is ordered forthwith, subject to the provisions of law
governing the conditional release of prisoners.

—e
Mooze, Circuit Judge (concurring):

In my opinion, the decision of this court shounld not rest
: upon our 1969 assumption of what we think the various
members (over 600) of Congress assumed “incorrectly”
in 1960 when they amended §3568 (Act of June 25, 1948,

urts is to apply the law as enacted—not rewrite it.
The statute could not be worded more clearly: “The sen-

8 We accept and adopt the rule laid down in Stapf that:

“Wherever it is possible, a8 s matter of mechanical caleulation,
that crodit could have been given, we will conclusively presume it
was given, The problems and expenditure of resources which would
be caused by allowing each prisoner to attempt to demonstrate that
in his particular ease credit was not given, we feel, ontweigh any
possible unfairnesa. Since here the defendants were sentenced to the
maximum allowable term of imprisonment, the length of sentence

(footnote omitted).

984

ch. 645, §3568, 62 Stat. 683, 838). The proper function of

tence of imprisonment of any person convicted of an of--

itself conclusively shows that credit was not given.” 367 F. 2d at 330 -

fense in a court of the United States shall commence to
run from the date on which such person is received at the
penitentiary, reformatory, or jail for service of said sen-
tence.” Nothing is said about any credit for pre-sentence
incarceration, although such a qualification could have pre-
sented no difficulties in draftsmanship.

Obviously, the key word of the statute is “sentence.” At
the time of sentencing, the following colloquy took place:

“The Court: I, therefore, sentence you to the maxi-
mum prison term provided by statnte to wit, thlrty
years.

While it may be gratuitous on my part, I at this
point note my recommendation against parole. The
Court will stand adjourned.

Mr. Phillips: [Appellant’s counsel] Before : the
Court adjourns, are the months already served taken
into consideration?

The Court: No, they are not, but I will have to so

- gign the judgment. They have to be considered.”

The judgment of conviction thereafter signed by the dis-
trict court contained no reference to the seven months
which appellant had served prior to sentencing.

The Government argues, and the Court below so found,
that the colloquy indicated Judge Kaufman’s intention

- merely to consider, not necessarily to grant, the inclusion

of the pre-sentence custody into the 30-year sentence. The
gigned judgment, it is suggested, showed that Judge Kauf-
man, upon such consideration, decided not to grant the
seven-month credit. - .
To reach this conclusion, in my opmwn, would be to
ignore the rule that the oral pronouncement of sentence in
the presence of the defendant prevalls over the written
commitment. Henley v. Heritage, 337 F. 2d 847, 848 (5th

985



.Cir. 1964), The court in Henley noted that Rule 43, F. R.
Crim. P. required that the defendant be present when sen-
tence was pronounced by the court and that Rule 32 (b)
F. R. Crim. P. required the judgment of conviction to set
forth the sentence and concluded, therefore, “that where

;. there is a discrepancy between the oral pronouncement and

the written judgment and commitment, the former must
controL” 337 F. 2d at 848.

It is the oral sentence which constitutes the judgment
of the court, and which is authority for the execution of the
's sentence. The written commitment is “mere evi-
dence of such authority.” Kennedy v. Reid, 249 F. 2d 492,
495 (D. C. Cir. 1957); see also Pollard v. United States,
352 U. 8. 354, 360 n. 4 (1957). If, as the Government would
have it, appellant was sentenced not when he appeared be-
fore Judge Kaufman but at some later time when the
commitment was signed, the sentence would be invalid since
appellant was not present. United States v. Johnson, 315
F. 2d 714 (2d Cir. 1963) ; James v. United States, 348 F. 2d
430, 432 (10th Cir. 1965). ’

It is the daty of this court to “carrs; out the intention of

the sentencing judge as this may be gathered from what he

sajd at the time of sentencing.” United States v. Morse,
. 2d 27, 30 (4th Cir. 1965). I believe that the most

plausible interpretation of Judge Kaufman’s remarks is

that he demonstrated a present intention, at the time of
the oral sentencing, to give appellant credit for his pre-
sentence custody. When asked by appellant’s counsel
whether the pre-sentence months would be “taken into con-
sideration,” he answered that they would “have to be so
considered” (italics mine). In this exchange, I interpret

[t the phrases “taken into consideration” and “so considered”

to have meant “included in the sentence.”

986

Certainly, at a minimum, Judge Kaufman’s words were
ambiguous and this Court has said that such ambiguities
are to be resolved in favor of the prisoner. United States
v. Chiarella, 214 F. 2d 838, 841 (2d Cir.), cert. denied 348
U. S. 902 (1954).

Payne v. Madigan, 274 F. 2d 702 (9th Cir. 1960), cited
by the Court below as authority for the proposition that
the signed judgment is controlling where the oral remarks
are ambiguous, does not in fact contradict the rule of
Chiarella. In Payne, the Court looked to the written com-
mitments only to confirm a sufficiently clear conclusion
which had been drawn from the oral pronouncement. 274
F. 2d at 704. The Court in Payne did enter broader dictum
by stating that written commitments “may properly serve
the function of resolving ambiguities in orally pronounced
sentences” but this language was not necessary for the
decision since the oral pronouncement of the sentencing
court was not viewed as ambiguous. The Payne court also

_ recognized that if the sentence as set forth in the written

commitment departed in substance from the oral pro-
nouncement, that sentence would be void.

I cannot accept the majority’s statement that “Section
3658 is properly to be construed as requiring that credit be
granted.” This, they say, despite their concession that
“Until 1960 it [§3658] did not on its face require that any

- prisoner be given credit for presentence time spent in

custody.”

Controversy centers around a two-to-one decision in the
Distriet of Columbia Circuit. Stapf v. United States, 367
F. 2d 326 (1966). That case has been followed in the 4th,
5th, 7th and 9th Circuits. But concerning Stapf, we said:
“This [the Second Circuit] court has never adopted the
holding in Stapf.” United States v. Kenton, 386 F. 2d 143
(1967).
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*.In Sawyer v. United States, 376 F. 2d 615 (8th Cir. 1967),
the court neither concurred in nor rejected Stapf. Al-
though it said, “we do not reach this issue,” it wrote by
way of dictum that “A strong argument could be made
that the plain, simple and unambiguous language of the
.1960 amendment defies resort to judicial construction” (p.
618). The court in Allen v. United States, 264 F. Supp.
420 (U. S. D. C. M. D. Pa. 1966), had no difficulty in read-
ing the law as written, saying: “under the law as it then
[1965] stood, no credit could be given for time spent in
cu.y prior to the date of sentence, as Congress made
no provision for defendants who were sentenced under
statutes which did not provide for a minimum mandatory
term of imprisonment” (p. 422). The court there concluded,
as do I, that: “There is nothing in the statute to indicate
that Congress assumed that in all other instances the

7 Court would reduce the sentence by the amount of time

spent in presentence custody, and such a construction
should not be lightly inferred” (p. 423).

Furthermore, the court in Stapf explicitly pointed out
that “the amendatory act did not apply retrospectively.”
367 F. 2d at 330. The reasoning of Stapf, therefore, would
apply only to prisoners sentenced after the passage of the
am tory act in 1960, even if that reasoning had been
adopted in this cirenit. In Williams v. United States, 335

oner’s] sentence was imposed in 1957, and Congress spe-
cifically provided that the credit provision of Section 3568,
- which became effective October 2, 1960, was not to apply

. to & sentence imposed prior to that date.”

To Sobell it makes no difference which key unlocks the

: gates of the prison so long as the gates open immediately.

But in defense of the decisional process, I cannot subscribe

to the statements that “We accept and adopt the rule laid

988

F. 2d 290, 291 (D. C. Cir. 1964), the court said, “[the pris-

e ————— s e e

o~ -

s

down in Stapf . ..” and that “We are not deterred in our
decision to follow Stapf when we have said within the last
fifteen months that we have ‘never adopted the holding in
Stapf’” The law, ever changing though it be, is at least
entitled to a more respectful period of existence.

I conclude, therefore, that appellant must be given credit
for his pre-sentence custody but solely on the ground that
Judge Kaufman's oral sentence so intended.

—e

Frienory, Circuit Judge (concurring):

I concur that appellant should be released both on the
ground stated in the opinion of Judge Hays and on the
ground stated in the opinion of Judge Moore.
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1t is recommended that a Security Index Card be X ] The Security Index Card on the captioned individual should
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Memorandum

DIRECTOR, FBI (101-2483) DATE: 2/7/69

SAC, PHILADELPHIA (65-4372) (RUC) .

_ ' Q Yoo )
SUBJECT: MORTON SOBELL ) ,.( '
ESP - R . N
00: NEW YORK)

Re New York airtel to Bureau dated 1/1u4/69.

On 1/31/69, RALPH A. STRUNK, Administrative
Asgsistant, Record Office, U. S. Penitentiary, Lewisburg,
Pa., advised MORTON SOBELL was released from the U. S.
Penitentiary 1/14/69, as result of an order by the U. S.
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, New York, N. Y.
He advised SOBELL's destination upon release was 30

. Charlton Street, New York City, and he will be under the

supervision of the U. 8. Probation Office, New York, N. Y.,
until 5/1u4/81. -
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will -stay at the Sahara Motor Hotel. -He will depart from o
“Cleveland on 3/16/69, via United rlight #348, departing c1eve1and
_r-:f‘ll 35 a.m. and arriving NYC 12:46 p g ’ =

s e et . S

For the infomation of clevelend, captioned subJect
was conditionally released from the US Penitentiary, Lewisburg,
-Pa., on 1/14/69, and is presently under the jurisdiction of the
Us Probetion Officer, SDNY, NYC. Subject's activity must be
confined to the SDNY, unless authority is received to travel
~ frombls Parole Officer, .- iy . gt it iien S L7(J

On 3/ 10/ 69:
a vised that subject had been grante o

KYC to Cleveland, Ohio, from 3/13 to 3 16, to appear on a radio
and TV program in Cleveland, known as The Alan Douglas Show",.
Subject advised that he will be interviewed on these progran_s
in connection with a stage phy that is opening in CJ.evelend " L
entitled, "Juliua end Ethel Roeenberg LTS the United Stetes o 7&" ‘

AT According eubJect will depert from La Guardi |
Airport, NYC, at 4:40 p.m. via United Airlines flight # 475,
- arrving Cleveland 6:07 p.m., 3/13/69. While in Cleveland, he

reautgﬁul 19 et 3*’(’*‘3)‘&

izéé:v?ri 13, 6o8u9)” (meren somErL) (ha)/ Al A - 3
-Rew or t
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'cle-vélanq Por the-opening of the above-mentioned play on

3/14/69. - HELEN indicated that the play was written by DONALD
FREED. HELEN also stated that in connection with this;-subjec
will be a guest on’ & two hour radio program, and will also be
on & 40 minute TV program in Cleveland;. . r.:ini %g

277 ' hctive 'investigation 18 mot requésted during subject's
sptay in Cleveland, however, any logical sowr ces Or informants. °

-gubject should be furnished to the NYO. »: £

Y

" “ghould be alerted. Any pertinent information received regarding': e

e e ——— O s an oo = 12 - I e
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Mr. Casper”
Mr. Callahan

¥ighe Jo Ldgar Hoover : Mr. Conrad _

Federal Bureau of Investigation : L/( Mr. Felt

- vashinzton, DeCe Mr. Gale
= ' M Rosen <
: CC: U.S. Congresszan Jobhn M. Ashbrook B i) scaril
: Mr. T‘ro:fer —

Tear lire Hoover: . . Tele. Room _

Miss Holmes

Iest night on the Alan Douglas progren oyver WKYC radig Morton ¢ |Miss Gandy —
end Donsld Freed were claiming Sobell's iannocence, and Freed w
Buer Newton, and another Blacx Nationalist whose name slips me —
wozent-~-the_ one who sgi?ped bond in California--is "vanted®™, The enclo:
article tells about a pley being premiered here #n ™loscow on the Iake™
clias Cleveland, Ohio. Obviously it takes about sixz weeks of practicedD™
beforz a g}ay_is performed, and it is just as obvious not a co1n01de%3§
oy

that Yr. & Xrs. Xorton Sobell were here at\this tirces

Tonight the Sobells were on the Alan Douglas T.V. show taping a prog
to be seen a vicek from tomorrow over channel 61 T.V.

During the T.V. taping Sobell attacked the Justice Dep't., Roy Cohn,}
the F.B.Ie etca - , . _

YV X

w

elf, and the Rosenbergs.

Zrelosed is a newspaper article telling about the new play, Evidently)
. $his corpaign will be continued throughout the:eountry on the TuVo qqég

§r&dlo tolk shows {o obtain sympathy for the Sobell campaign to vindicx

Nims -
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- »W.'{; : %iangely,
- it v mAicr Ol S * b~ L
- Thomas 4. Tippitt s
1581 Warrensville Center Rd,
-Cleve., Ohio 44121 '

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

' HEREIN 1S UNCLASSIFIED
DATL_Z)ZZ‘Z__” BY3ola>,
Nl | / |
A ‘\0 / \ WQL’; ;jf}.’.

\ AT NOT RECORDED

Qf}"'r\ DR 191 MgR 24 1339

NAL Fizep oy

08
21 (50
R e

gt
wrdb

&

5
e R
PR

i
pras

Y

s

i v |
[Saf s o TSRS

Y T8, ’ . . ) " . )
- : l AN AR -.J S ¥V] o i 0\}}\ : »
: N »
4. ‘\. M
COBRmSPON i

A5



AN ARINA NS Iac i a tehe Do A cdelldolair @ L0 Bie WV TIRde SR AT SN IS IS AT 0 s DR L2l FO Xm0k 005 w3t L TN AT BT A Y L AT FR TR TR Y os A T
.

L A
el - T ¢
, ¢ . Y
Ifarch 20, 1S
» ‘”
A , : _ f
O . v
3
iTr. Thome ‘.J Lippitt &\
1551 YWarrensville \..euter Road
Claveland, Ohio 44121 ‘\f}
Tezr ilr. Lippitle gé
Than' yeu for your letter of LMarch 14th, with ' Q
- cnclosure. I ean cerizinly unizrctand the concern wiich prom:; :tc:. be
you 20 wrile ond azpreciate receiviag e indormation, E \Q
Sincerely yours, g
. 4. Edger Hoover -]
ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED g
— HEREIN ’/I(Z ugcmssmﬁn J7, B
N o [ . . . . .
& o NOLL' We have had considerable correspondence with Lippitt since
oo E 1683, and he has been furnished Bureau material, last outgoing s
(s L < 7.53.68, Donald Freed is possibly identical to Donald Martin Freed,
o= g Los Anrgeles, office of
R uglas has panel-iype discussion program on controversial
subjects. During 1985, the Cleveland Office, in rgly to his inquiry,
told Douglas we could not comment whether MortofSobell ortorr Sobell'g wile,
Eelen, should be allowed on his program. Eouﬁlas was most L.
anpreclat.ye. : . : &
.
T MOe (/‘/ IO) / \’ }
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FBI _
" Date: 3/25/69

{Type in plaintext or code)

AIRTEL

<x_‘~DONEGAN. A

‘ 7/7/6; R

; t-—.L--.JL___.._.._.______\

\:;‘?Rbﬁ}{ii X
" SUBJECT: ~MORTON SOBELL'
[, . \ ESP - R -

;‘M(OO NY)

D R Por the informatxon of 1nterested offzces, aubject
was conditionally released from USP, Lewisburg, Pa., 1/1“/69,
after serving 18 years of a 30 year sentence for conspiracy

" of the US Probation Office, SDNY, NYC.

L. o 3/24/69.msm
NYC, furnzshed the fol owxng forma ~to SA PHILIPif.

. Subject has requeated authority to travel to
Haryland for the purpose of visiting his mother-in-law
for three or four days during the week of 3/31/68., He' -

‘furnlshed her name as ROSE LEVITOV, 1072 Ruatan Street,’ "
Silver Springs, Maryland, Subject will be accompanied by .
his wife, HELEN SOBELL. The exact mode ‘of travel is not -

rent an automobzle for thxs trxp.

Bureau (RH)IgthfA

Baltimore (RM)”"

57~k I3

[ - ;
. . tey vl -
STAegE ,

Boston (RM) - S .
Washiagton Field (101-2315)<1nr0)(nn)a;
New York. (100-1osau9)<HanN SOBELL) (42)

. Mo XOPK 230 L INFORMATION Qoz:rAmto
it ?{ “_% ~ HEREIN IS AINGLASSIFIED
H"..‘“ -‘ ,"“;‘ ile‘a DAL

;.Olll

_.,.;

known, but subject indicated that har/wift would probably' o

el

?

to commit espionage. He is presently under the jurxsdxct;on b5c_‘

T

‘ e ) S .
" MQ?QHGQ oo DO
Approved: Se'nt R M Per »

Specia‘ AJe‘r,xt in Charge
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- quested authority el
5, Jrom l(‘tG £6° Ca.mbm.dge, Massyy-on 4/15/895 86 fulf}ll A
-,spea.kmg engageéments - Subject ‘has” received ah mvztatii'm
to_speak -on.the. evenmg of n[15/89, beSore the Moderr Man'
I,Soc:.ety of Ha_ssachusetts ‘Institute” 6f Technology, a student®
: -‘orga.m.zat;on. < In conhection with this. travel, subject will
: ‘depart ‘from NYC at $:00 PM; #/15/69, via East Airlinés =i .

-_Shuttla flxght. -He plans . to’ return’ jto NYC by the same
. X ‘ iiof #/15{69. followin

x.?-logical sources in your a:errztory -should be alerted to
subject's ‘presence, . Any pertinent -information” regardin
“gubject,'which+is received from established sources pr”;
1nformants should be furnished to NY for information.

) " A copy of this commum.cat:.on is being famzshed
3. to: WEO -for. ;information.du ct'! planned travel to
the pr ximxty < UDC" E LR U

’ :.nstances" there is o, apparent reason why travel aut‘horf.ty . —*m.
~shou1d be* deni.ed to ‘the subject, and-it. vould thquore B
be authom.zed in a mtim manaer;
he infofmation ~of thy'Bureau, cubicct ‘also .-
hat he .intends_to.be occupied. dyring the
- 8 in writi.ng a book. “ He stated that his’ wife,
y BELEN SOBELL, has ;:.ven up her teaching position in order-
to be ableé to aid this project on’a full-time basis;
3 rSubject stated that he and his wife are. ‘Jooking’ 4Anto the %
“i'possibility-of penting « home ‘for ¢ summsr in ‘the Peekskilliy
o5 ?;mr ‘Ares, 31f .4 suitable place cmm. bo 1ocat04,-- e willi
5t ufhor ty to & : : %
i B ;g £ = -

“he subj"'cct aavitéd t’i_wc hs"h grisd a ednt
#ith “CHARLES SCRIBNER'S' ‘Bons ;“NYC; For mweu?gatm of

l"

— " book. -Under the terms of this contract, he will receive . ' * ‘
f ' $21,000, plus 15% of the progeeds on all copies sold after
: 7, 500. ‘ -
A T N G A3 W 1303

The above is“sugnitted for :.nfcmatxon of the Bureau
and interested offices,

¥EC.D DO HLETT 1A
é . ) - 2 -
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Tolson
DeLoach
Mohr
Bishop
Casper a—md———ro
Callahan

- g O
<. S coens
1 - Mr. T.E. BishOp
1 - Mr. J. P. Lee
SAC, :n York (100-37158) - 4/1/89
lm-oetu-. ) ;M (\\ox-M) 97¢ 3
o e

Reurairtel 3/25/69.

It is moted, subject has informed his probation
officer that he has signed a contract with Charles Scribner's
Sons, New York City, for publication of a book for which
he vill receive $31,000 plus 15 per ceant of proceeds ob
all coples sold over 7,500. You should advise if you have
any sources at Scribaer's who will be in a position to
furnish iaformatioa about this book and possibly furaish
& prepublicatioa of it. Bufiles shov the Bureau has had
generally favorable contacts with the company and has
:;r:mo: ut:torutlon and data for various books pudblished

9 T o

NOTE:

Sobell was convicted of conspiracy to commit
espionage along with Julius and Ethel Rosenberg in 1951,
and was sentenced to serve 30 years. He was released on
conditional release on 1/14/69, and is under the Juriadiction
of the U.S. Probation Office, lie' York City.

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN 1S UNGLASSIFIED
DAT _

MAILED 24

APR7 - 1969

COMM-FBI

Conrad
Felt m——o——
Gale
UE-T.] G ————
Sullivan
Tavel ———e——

| i::°@-EAPR111959

Holmes
Gandy .—em——
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FD-36 {Hax. $-32-64)

FBI
Date: April 2, 1969

S . TR e e e aee

e e s b . e e e o e e

. ESPIONAGE - B .
oo; lov York

" Re New fork’ aﬁiri:oi ‘to Bureau 3-10-69.

S Enclosed for the Bureau are seven copies, and for
7 New York two copies, of an LHM covering the radio and tele-

' vision appoarancos o:t IOBTON SOBBLL 1n CIevehnd, Oh:lo, 1n
hrch 1969. L Sl A

Bonrco used in’ m 13—_.,;,.. ééqﬁ" '

e I Enclond m 15 chuiﬂed OON!‘IDENTIAL sinco it
1 containl information from a source which could result in his
being identified. He is a source of continuing value and

th:l.s would conpronisﬁ u- tuturo oftoctivenen.' .

aEney _CIA "RHD""';

DNVE FORN, _2-2-27 . BTl

- *‘-W“L —AEL INFOR ﬂAnb" CoNY

~ HEREIN |
, '7) (ll) £
2 - New York (Enc. 2) (RM)

2 = Cleveland
(1 - 100=- ° conlmn TO SECURE JUSTICE

S ORTON BOBELL) o B
L wyeadg
. _.,.", T TErT TS
- 5oMR2 = e
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UANTED STATES DEPARTMENT SJUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In R » Please Refer to
g - Cleveland, Obio

April 2, 1969

MORTON SOBELL -

3

¥
This document contains neither
recommendations nor conclusions of
the FBL. It is the property of
the FBI and is loaned to your agency;
it and its contents are not to be
distributed outside your agency.

“The Cleveland Press,”™ a newspaper of general daily
circulation in the Cleveland, Ohio, area, issue of March 14,
1969, had an article stating that "Morton Sobell, convicted T
as America's first atomic spy, is campaigning for wvindication -
and hoping he will be a rallying point for today's youth . . .
(and) is here to see a new play, 'The United States vs.

- Julius and Ethel Rosenberg,' . . . and to appear on the:
Alan Douglas radio and TV shows. . . . ‘I am innocent,*®
Sobell repeated in an interview. . . . It was a political
trial. McCarthyism was in its greatest ascendancy. The
war with Russia had vanished and the political establishment
wanted a victim. Ny case was used by the Government to
increase popular fear of the USSR, . . ."

MORTON SOBELL, HELEN SOBELL, and DONA » wWho
was introduced as author of the play, "The United States vs. OH v
Julius and Ethel Rosenberg," did appear on the Alan Douglas
Show carried on Cleveland Radio Station WKYC on the evening
of March 13, 1969,

The contention of the SOBELLs was that MNORTON

SOBELL was innocent and was convicted in what was a political
trial. He stated that the Government attorneys “made it

CUNFTﬁENmeCLASS IFIED BY@W

3
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.
MORTON SOBELL

plain to me that I was facing the death penalty, and they
also made it plain to me that if I chose to cooperate with
them, I would be let off lightly. . . . The more interesting
thing is that after I was tried and had been sentenced . . .
various people. . . begged me, and some threatened me . . «
to just write the judge a letter telling him you are willing
to cooperate now and things will go much better with you

¢« ¢« o o«" VWhen questioned by DOUGLAS as to whether it would
not have been better to confess, SOBELL said, "Sure, I
wouldn't have been in prison; I would have been able to live
at home with my wife and children, but it wouldn't have been
better for me if I would have to every day face my conscience
and know that I had lied and helped to put people to death to
save my own s8kin, « « "

- 'HELEN SOBELL noted that others involved in the case,
", + « people who said they were guilty. . . were not treated
in the same way as those people who maintained their innocence .
were treated. It was Ethel and Julius Rosenberg who maine-
tained tlieir innocence who were executed, and Morton, who

- maintained his innocence who was sentenced to this really
living death=~-thirty years in prison, but those people who
said they were guilty, in every case.~. » received lesser
sentences or no sentence at all. I think that this in itself
is proof of the political nature of the trial, and also the
atmosphere of the period. . . "

O H" ALAm;}gg._A‘g_commented that he was ™. . . confused
about your alleged guilt. I've read all the material; I've
read ‘Invitation to an Inquest'==it is an almost formidable
collection of facts and statistics and testimony. . . I've
read clippings; I've read the "New York Times," I've read
and read and I still don't know what it is that you've been
guilty of."

Mrs, SOBELL replied, *. . . Dr. Harold C. Urey made
exactly that comment after he had finished reading the trial
records. He said I don't know what it is Sobell is supposed
to have done." :

During the interview the SOBELLs emphasized the
lack of evidence against MORTON SOBELL, and Mrs. SOBELL stated,
"As a matter of fact, there was no documentary evidence of

¥ . *
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MORTON SOBELL

any kind in this entire case. It was all testimony."™ MORTON
SOBELL added, "As a matter of fact there was one little

piece of documentary evidence which developed. It was a
hotel registration card supposedly of Harry Gold at this
hotel, and oddly enough, Walter and Miriam Schneir uncovered
the fact that this was probably a forgery. o« o ,"

- ALAN DOUGLAS commented to SOBELL that "You were
telling us about Max Elitcher and I did want to know what it
was that motivated the man who pointed the accusing finger
at you, the sole evidence in the case that convicted you and
sent you to a Federal prison. What motivated him to lie?"

MORTON SOBELL. answered, "Well Max Elitcher at this
point was up tight. He had been working for the Government
e « » and in the course of the war . . « had to sign an
affidavit proclaiming that he was not a communist. . . .

As it turned out he was a member of the Communist Party.
This was uncovered by the FBI and he now faced five years
in prison for perjury. So it was a question of whether to
risk his neck and go to prison for five years, or risk my
neck and accommodate the FBI and tell the story as they
wanted it told.” = . .

Indicative of the tenor of this program are the
following comments of ALAN DOUGLAS, made following a station
break:

"In the event you just tuned in late, we have in
the studio tonight, a man who contends that the Federal
Government found him guilty of committing a crime he did not
commit, and innocently served eighteen years of a thirty- _
year prison sentence. He should not have bheen involved--~
by his own statement. His wife, all these years, has pro-
tested his innocence, has traveled this country, has kept
alive the interest in this case almost single-handedly. It
is an incredible accomplishment on her part and the story is
indeed unbelievable, for if it is to be believed, there is
cause for deep concern on the part of every one of us, in
terms of our own liberty and our own security in this nation.
I'm not the first to say it and I probably won't be the last,
, but there have been wiser people than me--more conservative
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MORTON SOBELL

people than me--examined this case--the case of Morton Sobell
and the case of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg, who have come _
away in a condition of shock, and who say that we, the United
States of America, have put to death two innocent people, who
were not guilty of the crime for which they were found guilty
and executed. And further, an innocent man had been sent to
prison, and that man is Morton Sobell. These are the claims
that I make because I frankly have not examined the evidence.
I'm not an attorney, but I see what has been written. I see
the evidence that has been presented in the book, 'An Invita-
tion to an Inquest,' by Walter and Miriam Schneir, and it has
crossed my mind, as it has more capable critics than myself-—=
the trial perhaps should be reopened. An aspect of it to be
reopenéd (is) some evidence that is presented by Mr. Schneir
in his book which caused such a furor about four years ago
« « « this calls for at least another trial. There is no
trial, there has been no trial, no reopening of the case, and
quietly, almost hopefully, the man who sits across the table
- from me tonight, Morton Sobell, has been released from the
Federal prison, and it is hoped the matter will remain quiet,
I presume. - It doesn't because he continues to protest his
innocence~--~or asking about the Rosenbergs. Until I know
-whether he is innocent or guilty for sure, then my life is
not as complete as it should be. That he is willing to be
here at all tonight indicates something a little more positive
from him tonight than it did back in 1951 when the Federal
Government was prosecuting him. On the part of the Government,
and this is my concern because I was of voting age in those
days, and I hope to God that I am not guilty as the United
States of America or the people of the United States, in
having committed this man to prison for having done nothing

An article in "The Cleveland Press," 1ssue of

March 15, 1969, is entitled "Rosenberg Play Grips Audience.”
It states that DONALD FREED's play, "The United States vs,
Julius and Ethel Rosenberg," is "a compelling, emotionally
charged theatrical experience. . . « What Freed is saying
in it is that the Rosenbergs, executed in 1953 for espionage,
were convicted on the flimsiest of evidence in a time and
place that were filled with apprehension and hysteria; that
they were the victims of a witch hunt and that the entire
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MORTON SOBELL

system of American Justice was placed under a cloud when 1t
happened. » « "

On the evening of March 22, 1969, MORTON and HELEN
SOBELL appeared on the Alan Douglas Show carried over Cleve=
land TV Channel 61, This is a question-and-answer-type
program, and MORTON SOBELL's primary effort was to show that
this trial was really not an espionage trial at all. It
was a political trial and the espionage aspect of it merely
served as a convenient backdrop. It was a political trial
which served the Govermment at this particular period in
history for a very ‘definite purpose.. And this had nothing to
do with the innocence or guilt of an individual. . . . This
purpose was simply to accelerate the McCarthy era. « . "
MORTON SOBELL compared his trial with the "“political trials
that are taking place today; the trials against the draft
dissenters, the trials against black people who are demanding
equal rights, and the trials against all of those who are .
trying to uproot themselves out of the bag the Establishment
has put them in. And political trials are always trials
against dissenters against the Establishment, and they are -
by their very nature comspiracy trials. A conspiracy trial
is a trial in which the charges are fairly nebulous at
tmes [ ) * . L ”<

7 ALAN DOUGLAS concluded the program with this state=-
ment: ". . . It is always uncomfortable for me to sit in
the presence of people like the Sobells. I read Walter
Schneir's book. I still don't understand how any charges
were brought against this man (Sobell) on the basis of what
I read in the book==or for that matter, I'm not certain that
the United States did the proper thing in the case of the
Rosenbergs. As long as this doubt exists in my mind, I
will continue to be uncomfortable about them, and I will
continue to wonder why it is that my government, o which I
am a part, did not see fit, if it felt that a proper case
was conducted and concluded against this man--=in order to
clear the air and in order to answer the questions that were
raised not only by Mr. Schneir's book, but by other
reviewers--the "Yale lLaw Review,”" the "Columbia Law Review,"
people writing for the "Washington Post," "Newsweek" magazine,
even the Cleveland papers--in order to clear the air, did
not allow a retrial. e o o ,

.. . €O N-E-I-D-ENT-T4A-L
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MORTON SOBELL .

A source, who has furnished reliable information
in the past, advised on March 24, 1969, that JEAN EDWARDS
recently remarked that the SOBELLs' appearance on the
Alan Douglas TV Show was considered a great success, and
that now the plans are to work hard to get SOBELL off of
parole, get a cogpplete pardon, and clear the ROSENBERG name.

JEANYSDWARDS  o-Pu_o

‘;_——-———"_—."
This same source advised on December 19,
1966, that JEAN EDWARDS was hostess for
a party given on December 18, 1966, by
Communist Party (CP) members and communist
friends for an ill CP member,
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UNITED STATES WBVERNMENT

Memorandum

CTOR, FBI (101-2483) DATE: 5 /7/69

Y SAC, BALTIMORE (100-25983)  RUC

CT: MORTON QOBELL
ESP-R
00: NEW YORK

f "

Re: New York airtel, March 25, 1969

Established sources of the Baltimore office could
furnish no pertinent information regarding subjects visit

to Silver Spring, Maryland.
- It 1s noted the current golks city directory for

‘Silver Spring, Maryland_ lists ROSEw: ITOV, 1072 Ruatan
“'Street; widow of MA ITOV, retired, ' —
— )"’)’I/w/
N .
R S
@ Bureau . (Registered Mail) /’/
- New York (Registered Mail) (1-100-37158)(1-100-109849) /e
-1 - Baltimore : : T
DLB: sah :
ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED ec 1z, /O | -2 §3 — /74
HEREL 1S UNGLASSIFIED | — — —
20 Ma‘g_/@’/ |
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X102

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan

—_ Lo




T o — oI |
. -
, Lo
N - v ( : \/ S :5'.’0 —_____.
et T TET 4-30-6S CAN ' | | | L
T ASD NZW YERK | . I —
v ALIVTLLND (100-KEW) | 5P a
D37 2vay “THE UNITED STATES VS. JULIUS AND ETHEL ‘
. o p
*Iwio 37, PLAYHOUSE 3R00KS THEATER, CLEVELAND, OHIO, ‘:?rifgiffii*

CY SIUTTIEN, SIXTYRIME TO MAY ELEVEN, SIXTYNINE, INFORMATIJ . .

o - \'."‘A
T CNCERNMING, , ' /

i AZ TCLEPHCNEZ CALL INSPECTOR DONALD E. MOORE, APRIL
YoT o, SIXTYMINE.

3*3*.“ﬂPD PLAY PREMIVRcD AT 'SROCXS THEATER OF CLEVELAND PLAY

nUUTE 2N MARCH FOURTEEN, SIXTYNINE,.

R \‘Y TARRA NT ADD CAST OF CPAnAbT_RS 1S5 AS FOLLua

_ STAYED 5Y STUART

f R
T .

mtoo. el PCSENBERG PLAYED 3Y ELIZASETH LOWRY; E. H. BLOCH,

{og7T LT PLAYED BY ALLE LEATHERAAN, JULIUS ROSE}N

: .. &TIORSEY, PLAYED BY NOLAN D. ZZLL; IRVING SAYPOL,

i -5 Zﬁ. 'j“
L rr o (06283 = 1

fa INFORMAT\ON CONTAlN A

' \aHER i IJ ] '\DSlr ‘ED lgiNéoé :_REFCORDED ) “ ’-‘:;,‘: -
(i 9 Mt Y Lé\]g@T _ ”

Y
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U. S, ATTCRNEY,PLAYED BY VAUGHx MC BRIDE; ROY CHON,

PLAYEID EY DAXIZD CHCDOS; DAVID GREENGLESS PLAYED BY JONATHAN
RUTH GREENGLASS PLAYED BY CHARLOTTE HAREs

FBI

30LT: HARRY GOLD PLAYZD

-.\ ’

3N ISR TY LACK; AGENT PLAYED BV ROVPLD PARKER,

et s

THE DIRECTOR

A g——— - v e

AUD CaST ARE MEYBERS OF THE PLAYHOUSE STAFF AND ARE PROFESSIONAL

4CTCRS; HOWEVER, THEY ORIGINATE FROM ALL OVER THE U.S. CLEVELA:D

DIVISION INDICES CONTAIN NO IDENTIFIABLE REFERENCES REGARDING

FORIMENTIGHED DIRECTOR AND CAST.

KNCWN IN ADVANCE .

LOCAL CLEVELAND ACTOR OF GOCD REPUTATION.

THE WORK IS NOT AN

o

. *GTICES OF PLAY DIRECTOR TARRANT STATED

o

-3
1

-ﬂPT T0 VINDICATE THE RCSENBERGS LEGALLY OR TO PROVE THEIﬁ‘

i)
-]

)

.1'"OCENCE, BUT TO ATTACK THE UNDERLYING MYTH THAT BROUGHT THE
! 721AL, THE CONVICTION AND THE EXECUTION - THE MYTH THAT
! THE ROSENBERGS OR ANYONE ELSE IN THE SO-CALLED "CONSPIRACY

; G4¥E" TRANSMITTED ATOMIC SECRETS WHICH WERE VALUABLE

i CR THEN UNKNOWN TO THE SOVIET UNION™. THE PLAY UWAS SCHEDULED

FOR A FIVE WEEK RUN AND RANDOM ”OUS” WILL REPORTFDLY PUBLISH 1T,

A REVIEW OF PLAY WHICH APPEARED IN CLEVELAND NEWSPAPER
T4EZ CLEVZILAND PRESS, MARCH FIFTEEN, SIXTYNINE, RELATED THAT WHAT

neRrEals

T IS SAYING IN IT IS THAT THE ROSFNBERGS .EXECUTED IN

= LTLEL FIFTYTH

\REE FOR ESPIOVAoa§.J*“” CONVICT

p-2

ON THE FLIMSIEST

<~ 17 & e
ST S #isAT H » "'7c.?/‘9"";;.r.

AJSﬁ’ s

ATNFOUNCER OF PLAY, KEITH MACKEY,

[



TUITENZZ TN A TIME AND PLACE THAT WERE FILLED WITH APPREHENSION
: 45T HYSTERIA; THAT THEY WERE VICTINS QF A WITCH HUNT AND THAT
}TH

(23}
1%

ENTIRE SYSTEM OF ANERICAN JUSTICE WAS PLACED UNDER A CLOUT

N
Y

I‘l

¢ IT HAPPENED. FREED CLAIMED THE TEXT CONTAINED NOT OXE
I“VISTED WORD BUT WAS TAKEN FROM THE TRANSCRIPT OF THE TRIAL;
. % LUEVER, REVIEWER STATES THE PRESENTATION IS COMPLETELY ONE
‘SilED. THI PLAY S%ARTS WITH NARRATION THAT SSTABLISHES THE
© TMOSPHZAE PRESENTING FLASH PROJECTED SLIDES OF DIRECTOR

23017 HOOVER, HARRY TRUNAN, JUSTICE FSLIX FRANKFURTER AWD
'SZUATOR JOSEPH MC CARTHY, WITH A VOICE FROM BACKSTAGE WAKING A
CCWENT SUPPOSEDLY COMING FRONM THE INDIVIDUAL Of THE SCREEN. -

.“_" THE REVIEW STATES THE ENDING OF THE PLAY CONSISTS OF THE

T = T -~

J5IV3TRGS GOING TO THE CHAIR IN A SILHOUETTE, A PERFORMER
AICITING A HYMN OF HATE AGAINST THE MELODY OF "AMERICA THE
22249TiFUL” WITH THE STAGE LEFT EMPTY OF PERFORWERS. REVIEW
I¥DICATES NO DEROGATORY COMMENTS MADE RZIGARDING DIRECTOR HOOQVER.

j IT STATES "ALLEN LEATHERMAN IS OBVIOUSLY A BIASED JUDGE™,

? REFERRI¥Z TO JUDGE KAUFMAN,.

’ ;”§Au~;.£~*' ‘

¢ 3K CF THE CLEVELAND DIVISION ATTENDED THE PLAY EVENING OF
1241,  INTYNINE, SIXTYNINE, AND COMMENTS AS FOLLOWS:
Zv. % °T THREE

A ————t o n g nis = . Tme an e — e we e A



S . - b . - et o e s e

A
“IR*CTOR HOOVER WAS NOT PRESENTED IN AN UNFABORABLE LI:ZnT

EAND WHEN HIS PLCTURE WAS FLASHED ON THE SCREEN THE VGICE BEHIND
THE STAGE STATED ONLY THAT ;THE UNKNCYWN MAN MUST BE FOUND, REFERRING
TC KLAUS FUCHS. JUDGE KAUFMAN WAS NADE TO APPEAR VERY PRO
GOVIANMENT. WITNESSES GOLD AND SREENGLASS WERE DEPICTED AS INEPT

GUSTAZLE., THE FBI AGENT, ALTHOUGH PCRTRAYED BY AN ACTOR,
22PTARED JNLY IN FILM CLIPS INTERVIEZWING JULIUS ROSENBE?a, DAVID
. "TEZECLASS AND HARRY GOLD. THE FSI AGENT WAS DEPICTED AS’

ATTEYPTINS TO DISSUADE JULIUS ROSEN3TRG FROM HAVING HIS ATTORNEY -
| S7ISENT DURING INTERVIEW AND WHEN ROSEWBERG REFUSED THE AGENT
 TERN NATED THE INTERVIEW WITH WAVE OF HIS HAND IN A GESTURE
'io? DISGUST. THE AGENT WAS VERY HEAVYSET, WORE THICK GLASSES,
|£ND WAS SLOVENLY DRESSED. - WAIN ENPHASIS OF PLAY IS THAT THE.
caszcrzon CF THE ROSENBERGS IS DUE MAINLY TO THE HYSTERIA OF

T4E PERIOD. o

FOR FURTHER INFO OF THE BUREAU, CLEVELAND DIVISION AIRTEL

IIELO
AND LKY DATED APRIL TWO, SIXTYNINE, RELATES THAT MORTON SO3ELL

APPEZTD I6 CLEVELAND TO PUBLICIZE THE OPENING OF THE PLAY. SET
Sr3TH T THAT COMMUNICATION ARL DITAILS CONCERNING SOBELL’S APPEAR-

¥SZ €. 2ATI0 AND TV SHOWS AND COMMEIHTS REGARDING THE PLAY. (3UFILE
cyI ZEQJ ONE - TWO FOUR EIGHT THREE, XIY¥ YCRK FILE ONE HUNDRED
TyED o Pild FOUR

By e At Salbe A e RaaTe e T AT N DA aeed € SO e W B A e TSN R L a2 DT AR A AR L R M e T MR T Ay B T
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DA
?N

1)
)

FIVE
1G0=-NEY
- THREE SEVEN ONE FIVE EIGHT) IN HIS APPEARANCES SO3ELL’S MAIN
(CONMTZNTION WAS.THAT THE TRIAL WAS NOT REALLY AN ESPIONAGE TRIAL
-2UT wWaS A POLITICAL TRIAL AND THE ESPIONAGE ASPECT OF IT MER_LY
¢ SERVED AS A CONVENIENT BACKDR?P.
- FINANCIAL BQE?KING FOR THIS PLAY IS UNKNOWN TO
CLEVELAXD DIVISION; HOWEVER, THE CLEVELAND PLAYHOUSE 1S ADVERTISED
AS A RESIDENT PROFESSIONAL THEATRE, WORKING IN AFFILIATION WITH
ACTORS EQUITY ASSOCIATION, INCORPORATED NOT FOR PROFIT UNDER

OQHIO LaW,
\ iHFRE HAS BEEN NO ADVERSE PUBLICITY REGARDING THE
J2URERU IN 'THE CLEVELAND AREA AS A RESULT OF THIS PLAY, AND

«LTVELAND DIVISION HAS NOT RECEIVED ARY CALLS OR NOTED ANY
CCMYINTS INDICATING THE PLAY HAS AROUSED ANY PUBLIC INDIGHATION.
CRIGINAL PUBLICITY FOR THE PLAY REPCRTED THE AUTHOR HAD HOPES IT
WCULD EVENTUALLY REACH BROADWAY.

END

D
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UNITED STATES GOVGANMENT &)
v Memorandum |
* /}% :  DIRECTOR, FBI (101-24483) DATE:  6/13/69

mm;Yh]] SAC, NBEW YORK (100-37158)(P)
O N : ‘ $

SUBJECT: MORTON SOBELL » &
ESP - R . G
© (00:NY) .

ReBulet te NY, dated 4/7/69. W Acc{)

A review of the files of the KYO fails to roflect
any present source or contact at the publishing firm
of Cherles Scribner's Sons, NYC, whe would be in a
positien to furnish the NYO w:lth information on a
confidential besis concerning the book whieh is to
be written by tm subject,

It 1s notod, however, that the NYO has some
excellent contacts with persons prominent in the
publishing field in NYC, The NYO will msake discreet
inquiry among these sowrces in an effart to ascertain
the identity of an official o Charles Seribner's
Sons who might be contacted by the NYO on & confidentisl
basis, The Bureau will be further advised ef the
results in this regarad,

Por the informatien ef theBureau, the following szya
additiensl infermation concerning the book, as well
as the general activity ef the subject has been
developed:

Om 4 6/69,* whe has furnished reliable
1nfermtioz/111n the past, advised that on 4/9/69, the A_V
subject attended the finsl meeting of the Committee b 2D
Te Free Morton Sobell, which was held at 150 Fifth
Avenue, NYC, At this meeting, subjeet stated t hat their
purposes in the past of keeping the CFMS in the forefront

Q&Bm'oau {rRM) l ‘9“
=New York (100« )(lationnl /cmberg ?obell Committee)

l-Noew York //} /7¢4
Sy ALINFORMATION CONTAIMgDLG 156

& KEREIN IS LNCLASSIFIED '
. 54 JUN2 61969 DATLJAZ‘ W%o
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NY 100-37158

ie¢ now over, snd it i1s time to move in new directions,
He stated he had been pert of the CFMS in ebsentia,

.. ¥he CFPMS, in additien to fighting to free a sciemtist
‘hed . ka L arivu the chinnels for fighting for pont.:uzni
‘fraodol. He s01d the CFMS, despite being compoaol ot'-
T many gn.voné elements,” haa shown their abill ,
-out” in front geining public attention f or thelir: smse,
“and 4t the same time being involved in the 1ssues of -

the day, Ne seid:the time hsd new come to use their =
ergi !'noro produeunly en the new hauos _ot tln lay,

i Agsopding 1ge ’
i thlt thesnbjeet'c deeiaion not ‘%6 contlnue with the-
- ,CFMS was-possibly ‘due to fesr on'his part of violating
. his parole, SOBELL became very- oxcited at ‘this suggestion -
- and stated that he bad no fear, but that 4t was uroly
- & matter of common sense, and a ‘matter of times KWe
.. stated that he could hnvo nade a- eareer out d‘tnlld.ng
- about-the Committee, or working for it, howeverg he . ::
-'was more anxious to get back to his professien or belng
" ‘an Engineer, He said in this regsrd, his schooling was
. being slowed because of .the fact that the Seribmer . .

publishing firm wanted a book from him, which he vnc

comitted to do, ‘

e e .Subjeect stated thet in regard to the bookthat ho ‘
PR plans to write, he does mot plan to ‘duplicate other /i ¥
.. ‘books whieh have been written on the ease, He ataud

2% his book will be mostly an autobiography, covering :
7 . his yoau in prison, It will alse cover the work of"”
-*'the 'CIMS, :as well as the pontieal sspects of the ceseé
. He gaid the publisher expects his boek-to- ‘sell greater .
‘than any ether ‘boek written on thie cuo. SR )

BDNY, advise
Adate. SOBELL advise R that he was negotia
- Charles Scribner's Sons fa' the publicatien of 2 book.
- Which he ‘would write,-but that he had net yot signed =
‘a-edntragt with the- pnbnahing f£irm, Subje ot said he i ik
cxpectc to get. about $21,000 im advance funds from - 3% /)
he ‘publisher, He said the book would be'about 20,000 “~
“words, snd would: not be finished unti} August, 1970.; .
‘.Bo allo had obtained ‘the services of & Literary
n eonnection with the ,publicatiou




NY 100-37158

- Padvlaed thet subject requested, and was
gran permission to leave: theSINY periedically  far..
ravel into Westchester County, snd Long Island, I!,
Tor -the purpose of attgnpting to lecate & SURREP

_residence where he would have the proper seclusien
“inm ordor topwork cn the;proparation of hia book

‘!ho lubjcat allo advind thet tho OFHS
d'as an organization on 4/9/69, Ha:r
' that he had been presented with a -
“gift from the CFMS ia the amount of $10,000,00 &% ‘the
findl meeting of the organisation, He said he was .-
“presented with a passbook refleéting $10,000 deposited
in his name with the len York Savings Bank, -8th Avenue

8 wif @ had organized the National Rosenberg-Sobell
. Committee (NRSC), as a replacement for the UFMS. He
‘said the NRSC would ‘have no offiece apmce, b
. be operatod from his roaidonea He furnishe

& copy of .8 letter, dated 5 5/69, whiech
.aent out by the NRSC. teo 3,000 persons, roquosting
aupport and oon%ributima rcr oxpenaen. : :

A l'ho abovo lmsc 1etter tlso announced a vign e o
., vo bs held at the US Court Houss, Foley Square, WNYC, ‘& &

-~ on 6/1’/69, from 12:00 noon to 1:30 pm, as & z-onenbnnoo
. . ceremony marking the 16th anniversary of the eleotre- i . i
' " eution of ETHEL and JULIUS ROSENBERG, and to be led b ;

. MORTON sonm, 80BELL requoltod porniuicn arﬁ:, 79,

1 e >
on: eadquartora, it vas deteminod tha t they ‘* ﬁ 7
eould not prevent SOBELL fx-on participeting in thia 6 s
- .vigil, ‘and the subjeet was so advised, EOBELL 1ndicated”‘
wuea v that he. expected from 100 to 150 so puticipnt-, and
that the affairwould be orderly, i

- : - - 3 e



NY 100-37158

In regard to his book, SOBELL advised@ GANNON
. that he has signed a eontract with the publishing
wofirm;“ Ne stated that he was given a $7,000 advance:
by thé publisher, YOF of which went to hias agenty
‘Mo _also stated that he has eompleted thefirst two
e_hapten. He indieated that he is dictating inte
& -tape recorder, snd that the tapu w111 bo typed
‘1nto‘ur1tton rorn by, hi.n wiro.’w : ey

“'S‘OBEI.I. edvised “that be had located ome proper t;y
,.where b.e 1ntenda to build a summer home ,

c - ,before now,’ but that ho hes . b o s
L -had difﬁeulti in obtaining a building permit from : - L et
: "the loeal bui ding 1nspector, amd. has not yot roealved

‘f

W SOBEI.L'adviaod that in eonnecti.on with tho L

-f‘buaineu ‘that he mxticipates in connection with the o

. construction of a. simmer residence, he will be " ..
hampered by net b eing e ble to drive an automobile,
He requested suthority to apply for a driver's
llconae, which request was granted,

- SOBELL advised that his wife, NELEN SOBELL, R Y A
7. wag presently hospitelised, having undergone a =~ .
wporauon on the morning of 6/11/69."" :

. - h*-
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Memorandum
. TO DIKECTOR, FBI (101-2483) DATE: 10/8/69
: : & 1
: SAC, NEW YORK (100-37158)(P) L 27
Xﬂg“’ ! O T t{ff
MORTON SOBELL
ESP - R - -

ReNYlet to Director, dated 6/13/69.
ined with subject's

as experienced no
difficulty with the subject, and has received the
impression that the subject is endeavoring to comply
with 211 of the regulations of his probation,

On 6/19/69, subject was observed participating
in a vigil in front of the US Court House, Foley Square,
NYC, which was attended by about 125 persons. This
affair was sponsored by the newly formed National
Rosenberg-Sobell Committee to mark the 16th anniversary
of the execution of the FOSENBEKGS. The subject had
received the permission of his Probation Officer to
participate in this affair, and no disturbances of any
kind were noted, .-

on 7/1/69, subject advised ?that he was é_)é-—

having a great deal of trouble with the local Building
Inspector in Westchester County, where he was attempting
to build a summer residence at Schrub Oaks, NY,

SOBELL indicated that the officials of that town would
not issue him a building permit, therefore he rented

a house for the summer on Horton koad, Cold Spring, NY.

Oon 9/17/69,
Cold Spring, NY, advised SA LYNN E. MC CIE
subject had rented the above home from. and

B g Qﬁ} / 74 ,7
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NY 100-37158

property
his adaress on 9/13/69 to 30 Charlton Street NYC.

s:ibjeet advised
“at Cold Sprlng, ut had glven up the. 1dea of bulldlng-
4 summer residence because hé eould ot obtaln a SR

building. permlt’from Westchester County’- &

t. Columbla Univer51ty,ﬂNYC, where he is taking two'
' .courses, having to do with linear and’ dlgltal tran31stors
"_Subjedt:stated that he 'is stlll spending the major - "
portlon of his time- working ‘on -the book which he is Lot
writing. SubJect stated he has- completed 60,000 words,s ¥
but that the publisher was -not happy. with what he - -
_has‘c ompleted, and.-he will have ‘to do much:of it over, ;.
SOBELL indicated that the book ‘'would not be completed L
: before September, 19705 - -fg"- , .

’ L e

Subgect 1nd1cated that he has no plans at the ‘£
9<

present “for avel 6r°speaking engagements?: Subject
related toﬁthat he had attended several sessions
of the KOYXCOHEN trial in Federal Court in NYC, and “Jiji;»'
~ was amused to see COHEN on the other side of the fense,
G T 1nasmuch -as COHEN had been one - of hls prosecutorS* e T e

e L

. j No additional pertinent 1nformat10n has. been,ejw”
recelVed regardlng the subject., finy additional - <% ™
1nformat10h recelved w1ll.be furnlshed to the Bureau.
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. . . STATES DEPARTMENT &8 E
FEi)ERAL BUR U INVEST[GATTO-‘N
New York, %‘ow %rk

S August L, 1969
In Reply, Please Refer to

File NoBUf11e 101-2483
NYfile 100-37158

0

SUBJECT: MORTON SOBELL

( /\// CHARACTER: gsp-n~“":" . .

t/’ 4
REFERENCE: MEMORANDUM 1/20/69
Referenced communication contained subject’s residence and/or employment
address. A recent change has been determined and is being set forth below (change
only specified): ) : ,
N & | :
' ,\.'h"\ Residence: ADD3 Summer Residence-
N . Horton Road, Cold Springs,
o _ Putnam County, New York
Employment:
ec & USSS
wRIs
giglsd J
N L

ED-122 DETACHED B L0/~ F4E 7~

NOT RECORDED
17 AUG 8 1969
ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED— _ —

HEREIN 1S UNCLASSIFIED
DAT 2 bosensr

! This doc nt contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and
'7 O AU s foafpe ur agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.

-~




OFTIONAL FORM NO. 10 ¥ % so10-108
MAY 1942 IDITION & E . -
OSA OIN. R10. NO. 37 . < ' Tolson

UNITED STATES®OVERNMENT DeLoach

Walters
Mohr

N _ e
e Memorandum  —

Callahgh

' Conrad
; Felt e
TO ¢ Mr. W. A.@ﬁgﬁiigan DATE: 11-10-69 Gele
) ‘ Sullivan .
1 - Mr. W. A. Branigan gx;
FROM : Mr. J. P. LeeﬁfﬁLr 1 - Mr. J. P. Lee o
Holmes
o ‘ .. . Gondy

SUBJECT: MORTON SOBELL
. ESPIONAGE -~ R
This memorandum reports a conversation with
Joseph Barry, Criminal Division, Department of Justice, con-
cerning the current activities of the subject.

o
el
\

On November 10, 1969, Joseph Barry telephonically
contacted Assistant Director William C. Sullivan concerning the
possibility that Morton Sobell, convicted espionage agent now on
probation, might be coming to Washington to participate in the
Vietnam Moratorium activities during November, 13-15 next. 1In
accordance with the instructions from Mr. Sullivan, the writer -
telephonically contacted Barry who said that he was interested in
any information developed about Sobell since his release from
prison January 14, 1969. He stated he had information from the
U. S. Probation Office in New York and was interested in any
additional informaticn which might have been developed as a result
of physical surveillances and other types of investigation. He N\ A~
desired this information in order to determine whether or not ’
there was sufficient information to refuse to allow Sobell to come
to Washington. He was told that Sobell was not under surveillance
and we had not received any information from informants to indicate
that Sobell was in contact with any subversive groups since his
release from prison.

i g

ACTION:

For information purposes. The decision concerning
granting Sobell permission to leave New York and visit Washington

is one for the Probation Office to make. ﬁ{iﬁ 47
101-2483 , Yj}:\'\ l’} 3‘ 17 g
JPL:SjT syl /____j_:j RH;'28 18 NOV 14 1963

(3)
L0 ALY"INFORMAT!ON CONTAINED
S HEREhj ISHNG ,sm
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R

- #2177 request has been denied and that he be dirocted not to laavo '
: [ c over the coning weekendr. ¢ R O

e "’“’*&fﬁ"ﬁr‘ﬁ’ﬁhﬁs&’ﬁ’tﬁ’rﬁ\ﬂzéﬂ" v

perm ssion from his headquarters in WDG. AJ
§in- G -

-Atov SBELL telephonically on 11/12/69. SOBELL was very
o '1nrorred that he ni.ght pouibly & without authority.

+ Parole Board intended to take action against subject for vio-
. lation of his parole, and therefore uny ovidonco of hia preaonce
'thoro such as a photo ‘x

e e e R

() ),

FBI
Date: 11/12/69

( Type in plautezt or. code)

s — — o i S S S — —— ——

_fsac;g_ !onx (100-37158)(?)

s MORTON. SOBELL

o travel from
anti-war Moratorium scheduled to take place in WDC,

@advised subject tThat he would have to obtain such-

adviaod that ‘on 11/12/69. he received fostrucs’
tioua from the US Parole Board that SOBELL be advised that his

,qq

ndvised that he furnished this 1nformatiou

by the denial of his request, and in anversation with

' In view of ‘the above, equestod that hia é“?b '
ofr:loa bo advised should the BI detect the presence of -ubjoct ,
.~ 1n WDC on 11/15/69. He stated that in such an svent the’

%.

_h “vould bc »holprnl.;

0/69, subject contacte- “
and requested that he OW

to WDC on 1 /69, ina order to_pg_z_'z;_icipa%e——-—;

BEAY
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] It was pdnted out t that the only certain
.0f_determining if subject departed for WDC was throgh
-He"stated he did not desire any physical surveillans
pc't., ‘He polhted out that ‘in the event subject travels
» o~wnc “he believes that subject would -not attempt té hide eho
gtact thnd his: presenco ‘would be ?roninent at. the’ apoakor Py
'plctrora_ Ms this Jeveg#. F R Pyt g g s '

L,

s ——

S - "4.’6

RLEY e above 1s'be1ng rurnished to H?O for informstion
"'In the event - WFO durhg the normal coverage being afforded to :'=H:
s tha noratorim, ‘detects ~'.:ho prasenco of aubjeot. it 13 requosted =

3‘;

LS N M

!ncloud for th i:eneﬁ.t of WO 1.’@ photo'of
subject, taken 6/19/69, which represents his present
appearamce with a full face beard,

% ;
l!s, i ) L c . - T - - ! E ,j
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to WDC, reversed. -

. 1,' lew !brk

-“h-~---—-——n--—“

nmm'ron,# F"BI ...‘ 101-2!;83

, ?tated that during the evening of 11/12/69, /7
he was tele cally contacted by subject. Subject stated
bat on 11/12/69, he arranged for some Civil Liberties Union
attorneys in WDC to contact the US Parole Board, WDC, in an - —
effort to have their ruling, prohibiting him from travelling o
He said his attorneys were uneuccessrul 1u
effecting eny change 1n the ruling, however Do -

On ‘the norning of 11/13/69, SOBELL appeared
office seekin
change in the ruling.
. . would stand, and that
"“""abide by the ruling and remain in NYC, or he could violate
- the ruling and travel to WDC. - He edvisad subject that if he -
chose the second alternative,
* a warrant for hie arreat.,‘

- Washi ngton Field (101-2316) (INFO) (an) 3

" ALL INFORMATION conw T
E..r.ipé IS UNCLASS] m"" ‘4"%’

DATE. 4/, Bl

o

,.SDNI; turniehed

7(/

%
)

tter's intercession for.a . ..
advised subject that the ruling 1=
erefore had two choias; he could ;o ».| -

‘hREE? arole Board would 1ssue"
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SOBELL ndviaed-that in view of the .
Ceircusistances’ he will'mot violats the 'ruling and he will
-remain 1n NYG,7 However he intends to fight the Parols”
“Board: ruling in- court,’ . 'SOBELL stated he intends to ‘have
his attorneys.file’a petitiou in USDC, WDC, againat the
Parole Board ruling as a violation of ‘his 1
.the Firsat Amendmentwto t‘he Congtitution.
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e UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
Memorandum

DIRECTOR, FBI (101-2'483) DATE: 1/28/70

¥ |

: ¥ sac, NEW YORK (100-37158)(P)

MORTON‘%OBELL

ESP - R .
(00:NY) B

3

}
\
'\w'.ur;'t el A

ReNYairtel, dated 11/13/69.

on 11/25/69, m
SDNY, adv1sed that he had been informae

e subDject that subject had abided by the dec:l.s:.on é7(”
of the US Board of Parole, and did not attend the
anti-war moratorium in WDC on 11/15/69. SOBELL stated
that his wife had attended, but that he had remalned
in NYC.

| SOBELL indicated toﬂthat he still |
does not agree with the ruling by the US Board of - - é,) <
Parole which prevented him from travelling to WDC,
. and he was consmder:mg having his attorneys in WDC
take legal action against th:.s ruling as a violation
of his rights under the First Amendment to the
Constitution.
boe

On 1/12/70, -advised that during his
last conversation with subject, he had made inquiry
of SOBELL as to whether there had been any developments
in the above legal action. SOBELL stated that the
matter was belng handled by the American Civil leertles
Union (ACLU) in WDC, but there were no developments
to his knowledge. :

On 1/22/70, -adv1sed that subject é7b

had made a personal v1slt to his office on that date,
at which time subject furnished the following:

Bureau (RM) (R 55-0' ¥ / 0/ '-;2;{ !E‘:Z7\f/

-Washington Field (Info)(101-2316)(RM)
1-New York (100-166629) (NRSC) I8 JAN 30 1970

1-New York  Al| INFORMATION CONTA ‘ —
PFD:dmb HERENN 1S UNG LASEI"‘[O INED [
ST :ECIXOL

. (6) DAT

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan
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NY 100-37158

o SOBELL stated that he had made inquiry of
PR ACTIU dn WDG;, and had: learned. that there had been
"La_'xi‘f‘adﬁ:l.mstratlve mixup concerting ‘the handling of
- His” case. against the US. Board: of Parole, Subject &
; he 1earned ‘tha die to a backlog In_the’ number of ‘ca as
-;-'f:he Acw, : hey i : bes

-'would be’ fllEd dn" USDG WDG. "“'durlng the follow:.ng :
week, and that his‘ case wés "to_be hand].ed by an attorﬁey

S In regard to. othex matters, SOBELL advised
t’hat he is presently devotlng the major: portion of "his
‘time to:his studies at Columbis JUniversity, NYC, He.
said he has’ accompln.shed only a small amoynt” 10 the -
pasi: few months 1noonnect:|.on m.ﬁh *‘the book he. :Ls’tnow

B " to his wrltmg in the near future. R s e TR N B,
; SOBELL adv:.sed— that during the past week
i he_had mailed out copies of a memeographed letter b

'; over his s:.gnature, ‘and- that of- - his w:Lfe, appeal:mg e Ay e s
" for funds to aid in the defense .of the couspiracy’ tr:.al
R \ ~of the “Ghlcago Seven™. ‘SOBELL indicated that this {- :
v was in the nature of . a persona]; letter from: hlmself :
‘and his wife, but that it was mailed to the 1nd1v1duals' L
“on the mailing list” for the Natiomal: Rosenberg-Sobe};l'
‘Committee’ (NRSC) s SOBELL sdid the'letter requested "
& that funds be sent directly to the Ch:.cago Defense :
* Fund," .28 East. Jackson Boulevard,. Chicago, I1linois,
and contained an- envelope addressed to that fund.-

.SOBEI‘L also requested
uld apply for a-

%

ed to‘ travel o té.l

: Accordlng to
;mformat:.on, as t o whether he
’*pasape’f?;:-;,“ -'s'!:atin"g Lhat he yel

thef Sprmd {ecgss frvom scho
d

that he could apply for a gg
.not travel Wbutsxde o:E he with

o 3&:-;3 L,«t& n\’.. ~'.1. ;.;‘.’:.ﬁ:'l.:'.\,
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: ?adv:.sed the NYO that he is directing 1
a communl ion to the US Board of Parole, WDC, :
s regardm,g the subgect's travel des:.res,,however,

‘h.tng..pat;é"’ hat the- subgect»m.ll ‘be ‘'denied: authority
3 thé" us durmg The tperlod h.at he" &s on parole.

j",presently under
Juri sda.ctz,on of -the US Board of Parole. The: above
me.ngloned lei‘gal ‘action. Contemplated by the subject :
-.conceriis, dn’ admlnlstrative mling made by the Board
conceming the eubJect v :

”ig ‘noted ‘t‘:hat sub:ject'

A e

“111 view of ‘the. above, the Bureau’ may desu'e

"th have WFQ . check the docket of USDC ,WDC, or make -

'coﬂta}%‘b‘“m.th _the US Board of Parole, to determine ™
iffilegal acthn hdas been‘filed by ithe subject agalnst :

°_a-¥uldng by the.US Board of‘Parole , proh;.b:.tlng him .

: 'from tra‘vg. llng ‘to WDG. : R

wan e

G T ANEES

Washington Field

. g s COples. o§ this communication are belng~ e e
‘?urn;x,shekg to WFO for 1nformatlon purposes. - K

\v T e

;' WFO 3hou1d hold, 1nvest1gat1.on in abexance,
f*s, pehdi‘ng recelpt’ of "the desires of the Bureau 1q
: ;’regar&,.té verifying legalfactlon by the subJec.t

S against tf)e US Govemment., o e



Tele. Room
* Holmes wemm——e

{  Gandy
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lobtll .
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1l - Liaison

[ 2

_ BY LIAISON

Bureau of . !atonucm utl ma
mlt of Iuh :

From:  John Bdgar loonr, amom '

. Subject: MONTON SOBELL - o ,A‘ihﬂ!" \

mxmu wun

v - - .

The ahou-upuoud udtudux was ooluetod
llou with Julius and Ethel Rosenberg of conspiracy to
commit easpionage in 1981. The Rosenbergs were executed
and Sobell was sentenced to 30 years in prisoa. On

- January 14, 1968, he was granted conditional release - -

and is under the supervision of the United States
Probntcn oxuu in ln York until May 14, 1981.

Jeen mivﬂ*
t on Jan é‘) C_

3 In oould A 1y for a vum States
port -Lm he desired to tnnl to Italy and the

uuun eountries, possibly during the spriag recess
from school. Ne was told that he eould apply, but oould
mot travel outside the United Btates without the pornuuol
of the United States lou'd ot Parole.

lobou m bon A.pru :u. 1917, 1ia Nevw York etty.
thm.:mumbnloboll. l-u-n'rudtololu

Yo above 1 furnisbed to you for your inferms- |

tion 1in the eveat Sobell does apply fer & passpors.

oot 1 - New York (100-37158) ) L PRl L I ST
R - ——3 - WFO (lo:.ﬁlﬁ) fo ', - SXE m FOI BACS PAGI ™o
Walters — | E et A e
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§:‘;@ | FEB107970" b4)7
Tove 1] .. COMM-FBi
, Soyars ..

17]970 —r

maiL rooM__J TeELETYRPE UNIT[]
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vnc to participatc u thc

e et K Kaee va e

Director

Bureau of !ntontconco and Research
Dopartunt ot nato

" yro shoald éheck {be docket of tho v. S nutnc&:
‘ceurt 1n érder to determine if Sobell has filed sny legal
sction against the U, 5, Board of Parole in connection with
.the decision made by that Board that Sobell should not bo
_permitted to leave the southern district of New York to ...

attend the antiwvar moratorium, which was held in 'uhtngton B. (!. ’
;ion 11/18/69, 1t is moted that Sobell has advimed his probatton :

officer that such'a suit would be filed by thq Anr:leuq czvn 4
uborthl Un.lon in !uhi.ngt S - , <

to have WFO check the docket of the District .
- Court or check with the U, 8, Board of Parole to determine 11

- legal action had been filed by the subject, It is believed - -+3 %=
this should be done in order that we w 11 be kept aware of any
such action, This legal action is based on the denial of per-
mission with the U, 8, Board of Parole for Sobell to travel to

ntiur dcnon:tutions n 11/69.
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. 30 CHARLTON STREET "
NEW YOR& NY 10014

Dear Fnend- ) _ T s
We are deeply troubled by a. very serious problem. “In the Chxcago N
“eonspiracy" trial we see the features of the pohtxcal trial which is directed
at the chmate of otir country rather than those who are the defendants. ‘,_ . f‘ ;
. B ’,‘ -
. . In"1951, at the time of the Rosenberg Sobell conspxracy tnal the lssues
"of the day were the Cold War with the Soviet Union, the atom bomb, the Korean
War, and the need to intimidate and press into conformity those who sought - -
peace and brotherhood. "‘he scapegbate were mmonty group dxssenters. T

. Today the issues are domeshc ones wh:ch can be resolved only thh

" sour withdrawal from Vietnam. The 8 deferidants (Bobby Seale was separated”
.solely as a tactical movk):represent'movements directed toward peace and,
justice, It is for this reason they have been handpicked as the focal point. for
all of the hate and preJudxce, rampant and latent whzch }s stxll bemg nurtured
m our country. . : s L T —\~ .

aﬁr '.’- -l
5o

_.all meant to be branded by this trizal as destroyers of the “"American way of
, life." In their circuses the Romans thre‘w the ea.rly Christians to the hons,
: mouthmg the same accusations. ' .. .
Each of these men of conscience has comm:tted the crime’ of refusmg
to accept war and injustice. The next few years will open the eyes of many to -
_ their courage and foresight. Then the superficial features which are being '’
" exploited in this trial, the long hair‘and beards, the rebellion against mori~.
bund court ptactxces wluch demand the committing of ritual harx-kan, will |
have disappeared as issues, and the’ political nature of this trial will emerge
unobscured. We have ourselves found it difficult to set aside the. artificial .
standards of dress and conduct with which our ‘culture has unpnsoned us. -
However, we know, to be {ree, we must permzt freedom. LT :
Davxd Dellmger. Tom Hayden Lee Wemer, Bobby Sealae John Fromes,
Abbie Hoffman, Rennie- Devu, and Jéxry Rubin are wvital, thmkxng human be- ‘
" ings. We must not remain silent while’ they are pushed around as pawns in .
pohtxcal attacks upon the people. e . .
I 3 Let it not be too little and too late. Speak out now, orgamze now, vae
unstmtmgly. of your store of skills and money.- -Please send your check now
to the "C}ucago Defense Fund, " 28 E. J’ackscn Blvd. s,

K

TR We utge that you make thxs actlon your New Y’ear 8 vnsh.“
made :t ours.. B N
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Memorandum

DIBECTOR, FBI (101-2483) DATE: 2/20/70

Ac, WFO (101-2316) (RUC)

noamﬁzsoanm ; ;
ESP - R :

(00: NY)

ReBulet 2/6/70 to Director, Bureau of
Intelligence and Research, USDS.

The current case index (1968~1970) at the
Office of the Clerk of Court, Civil Actions,

U. S. District Court, District of Columbia,

was examined on 2/19/70 and it was revealed that
no action has been filed by MORTON SOBELL since
Case 136-68 which was filed 1/18/68.

(;:k Bureau
New York (100-37158)(RM)
1l - WFO

MAT:teb '
&)

ne
mrant ANVTERL
.,.- ewpnTINTY A0 Lt

-4 AN N R P
NS l"' R o

HtP\ElN LJ ey “Lini.\)
HEREN ) ot sl —

RECE 2/-2482 . (7SS

e — wametl
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G oen, ®0. 0. 27 Tolson

o /. . UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT - DeLoach
) Memorandum g
o’ . M. TOLSON, , oare, 4/1/70 Lo
- cc Mr. Dsloach ' ?"Lv;: —
FROM C. D. Deldach Nr. Sullivan  —

Mr. Bishop

O

SUBJECT: MORTON SOBELL
(Request to march in 4/15/70
demonstrations to protost war taxes)

Pursuant to the D structio 8, I returned a '
call to Chairman Georgo J. Ree rd of lfam at 4 15
this afternoon.

an

' Ir. Reed stated that at the Attorney General's Staff
Conference last week, the Director had mentioned to those assembled
the potential for violgnce, as of 4/15/70, during the demonstratioans
to protest war taxes. Mr. Reed continued that Morton Sobell had .
Japplied to the U, S. Board of Parole to march in the demonstration
in Washington on 4/15/70. His request had been turned do'n. A )
similar request, on 11/15/69, was turned down. . ;

: Sobell's attorneys, all from the American Civil Liberties
Union, have now entered a declaratory judgment against the decision
made by the U. S. Board of Parole. There will be a hearing on ,
. _|Wednesday, 4/8/70, at 10 a.w., regarding the declaratory judgment,
“IMr. Reed stated he would appreciate having some information which
could be used at the hearing. He asked if the Director still
felt the same way as expressed at the meeting last Wednesday, 4/1/70.

X7

.

VRRECUSULD COPY FilsD iy /-

I told‘ﬁr; Re thut it appears some areas have a definite
potential for violence, particularly in view of the fact that the

demonstrations will be nationwide and will include large-scale \
student participation. He was told that Internal Revenue otticoa.éggyv)

nd, in particular, computer centers were natural targets for
anti-war militants. He was also told that it is highly probable
that militant elements will participate in these demonstrations.

I stated that in view of the increasing tendency to substitute arson
and bombing for legitimate dissent, it was entirely possible that
the SDS Weatherman faction might seize this opportunity to further

their concept of revolution.

: :; Reed stated this was quite similar to vhat the « .
Director had expressed at last Wednesday's staff conference. Mr,
Reed asked if this information could be used in the hearing. I -
told him that he was, of course, entitled to cor in intelligenco

‘ ALL INFORMATIOREGORTAINGD, . % &m-- 7%

D:cSE (4)  HEREIN IS jt,LASSIFIED

5 30/57 BY3ov2rz
gas? DAT R k10 w70

éru s@o¢ APR20 1970 — —— REERAR




Mr. Tolson

information, but I doubted the advisability of using information
based upon classified intelligence, in public hearings. He then
asked if he could simply point out that information received from
the Department of Justice and the FBI clearly reflects a potential
for violence during the 4/15/70 marches. I told him I saw no
objections to this 1nzsnuch as such a statenent would be based

on fact. .

Mr. Reed stated he had conferred with the Inter-Departmental
Intelligence Unit, headed by Jiwm Devine of the Department, and that
Devine could give him no information. He stated that Assistant AG
Yeagley also refused to cooperate with him. I made no comment
concerning these statements.

‘ Mr. Reed asked that his appreciation be given to the = —
Director and stated there would be no need for the Director to -
return his call.

- ACTION:
For record purposes.

Ve
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FBI

Date:  4/13/70

o .(_Ttybc 4n.plaingext or-code). .

Mr.
Tele. Room.__.__.
Miss Holmes.__

| Mizss Gandye ..

. Tolson o
. Deloach .
. Weolters___.
. Mohr
. Bishop. .
. Casper
. Callahan.___
. Conrad_ ...
. Felt
. Gale

. Rosen

. Sullival

3 Tavel
Sos ATrS

et , The records of the CIerk ot the COurt, Civil Actions,;?;
U. ‘8. District Court for the District of Columbia, reveal o
that Case 1036-70 was filed 4/7/70 by MORTON SOBELL against .=

GEORGE J. REED, Chairman, U. 8. Board of Parole, and seven

members of that Board named in the Petition.

was represented by the firm of SHAW, PITMAN, POTS,
TROWBRIDGE and MADDEN - MARTIN D. KRALL, 917 17th Street,
Counsel for the Government included THOMAS A.

NW, WDC.

" PLANNERY, U, 8. District Attorney and JOSEPH l. HANNAN and
- NATHAN DODELL. : SRS e ’ R

On 4/7/70, the Petitioner tiled notion tor temporary
reetraining order and preliminary injunction.

date, motion was made by the defense for change of venue.’

The matter came before Judge MATHEW F. McGUIRE on 4/7/70 who
neither granted nor denied application for temporary -  :
restraining order but set the natter for hearing on the

*,nerits on 4/13/70.ﬁ‘ -, $ e -

5L1Distr1ct of New York.

z-vro,

wr

“§°. . forthwith to the U. 8. District Court for the Southern . - ..
‘The original fi}e 1n the cause was

AT

biitaati, o .

i avid
HEREIN 1S Yk(iz

The plaintift |

On thé same -

—

¥

SRS B
R X

Pl’ oved

| 59APR20 070 ¢25?

Special Aqent in Charge
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Transmit the following in !
A i (Type in plaintext or-code) }
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e m:mscron, ¥BI (m-eaes)_

'SAC, NEW xonx (100-37158) (;)

" MORTOM SOBELL
- ESP - R

SUBJECI." ‘

submitted to the U.S.

(00- lﬂi YORK) ERERTE B s -
T z;_:ﬁ"r_: : By . /0/.;38’5 — . .

) ‘y.: Remhtel, 4/13/70. e e ;"‘g‘_; ;
24470 on /15470, o
SIIIY advised that the action file by subject in USDC, . .2
wDC, ’was precipitated by a request by subject which was Lv et

Board of Parole for authority to

B ta.s den:l.ed by the Boa.rd. .

| t:lght the Parole Board in court on this 1esue. T

4

travel from NYC to WDC on 4/15/70, for the purpose of :
participating in a demonstration, Authority ror this travel

P4

S Accordmg to eubjeet has recently expressed S
the view that the U,.S., Board of Parole has no right to Lse
restrain his travel or activity which prevents him from By
g:rticipeting in civil rights demonstrations or activity .

various parts of the country, and thus he has decided to .

e . ....>,;'~... -

‘-,-'-_7

R m u/lsﬂo, AUSA DAVID H. BRODSKY sm, edvised
 that the action filed by subject in VDC on i/? /70, was
transferred to ¥8DC, SINY. Subject appeared in USDC, ~ - -
SINY on 4/10/70, regresented by attorney MELVIN W, WOLFF .
; of the Aner.tcan Ccivil Liverties Union, Subject filed a ~ .
complaint, request for temporary restraining order, and - ’

Prel:l.ninery Anjunction asainﬂt the, °f Parole., il
N\t 3y, 2{23-/&
ml) '

‘f‘é’i rase

P;A

ay &

T
}\gpp{oe\;am Spedlal Agent in Charge

%&
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A ring was held befm vsw RICH.ARD E. vam' a which %
¢ the Government was represented by AUSA BRO]BK!. The ;:ov.u'i;L
. dented subject's request for a _temporary restraining order:
" A hearing on sub;lect's request for a preliminary mjunction
was placed on, the court ca.lenda.r for. /14/70. 7

& Accord to AUSA ERODSK!, cubaect appeared in the
. same court em &/13 0, at which time his attorney filed an
.. application for a temporary restraining order, and a writ
S _or mndam. m: ua.s denied by the eourh

en the eveni.ng or h/l3/70, AUSA 'BRODSKY was -°
a.dviaed by subject?’s attorney that he had withdrawn his
-~ motion which was scheduled to be heard before Jud ]g :
“  on 8/14/70, AUSA BRODSKY appeared in uUsSDC on- A/1R/70, and:
~ advised the court that subject ha,d withdra\m his action. )
Ead ej.p-&’ﬁi;,i»} x“»‘.‘:"~* ,fr‘ ’gf s ‘A} -":“P‘"
B m 3/16/‘70, AUSA BROISK! advised t.hat subJect'a
case is still pending in USDC, SDNY, however, no additional
action is scheduled at the present time, He advised that the
- Government has 60 days to answer subject!s complaint, but
~. that if the subject does not file any additicmal motions ... &'
;. within the next two weeks, the Government w111 }probably -o :
to disliss the ad:ion brousht by sub:]ect., :
o : ‘.% LB e

A s BROIBK! adv:l.sed that he was not given any reasom - - i
"!'ror sub:ect 's withdrawal of his motion to be heard on #/14/70. :
2 He stated that he could only speculate that jsubject?s attorney
.- felt that he would not receive a favorable ruling from Judge LEVET
.- following two denials, and he may refile the a.ct:lcn 1n the hope
- of havmg 1t pnt en the ca.lemdar of a.nother Jndge. .

T e o ] ] 3 =
,etim he wag a.ttenpting to obtain a fast’ ‘ |
““have allowed him to travel to WBC on 3/15/70 to part:lcl
in a doncnstra.t:lcn. He stated that since his request

3. i .zr

i A S



a temporary restraining order ag mt the ruling ot the

US Board of Parole had been denied, he had decided there .

' wags no longer any uargency to his request., since he was not <
. able to travel on 4/15/70. Subject stated that his attomeys
. now feel that they are in a positim to take more time to
better grepare their case, :inct stated his attorneys ~:° 7
intend to file a new motim as for a permanent restraining
order against the Board of Pa.role regulations which prevent
Egttron travelling rron the SINY wi out the anthority or g

The above 1s furnished to the Bureau ‘and m

for "inromtion. The NYO will follow this matter and advi.ae
the Bo.rean of any add:!.t:l.om.l mromt:lon roceivad.'

vgvr’w-’ 4»-7-‘-'- "l»%_

z*x P, e &, "‘r- .
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" FD-122 (Rev. 11-14-69) z . o

¢ OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 L 5010-)08 RS
MAY 1942 EDITION H B

G3A GEN. REG. NO. 27 . i \

,~j. - "UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT \
Memorandum
TO : Director, FBI (Bufile  101~2483 ) DATE: 9/6/70
%,‘('“ .o S
FROM 9. [sac, New York (100-37158)
SUBJECT: HORTOIOSOBELL - Cards UTD
' / IS-R , Cards_Sent 00
& (00:NY) : 9277y

i

e Re:
It is recommended that a Security Index Card be - The Security Index Card on the captioned individual should
prepared on the above-captioned individual. be changed as follows (specify change only):
Name
Aliases Tab
[C] Native Bom ] Priority I
) [J Nawralized ] Priority I
{] Alien ' ‘ (] Priotity I
[JAaNA ] BPP COMIN JeLp ] PRN [ sNC [Jswp’
[Jawe . [ coMMuNIST J Not C1pPa [Isps [JsPL [ wwp
-’|. CJBNT O JFG T - T ] Miscellaneous (Specify)
Date of Birth Place of Birth Race Sex
. ] Male
(] Female

Business Address, Name of Employing Concem and Address,
Nature of Employment, and Union Affiliation, if any.

ALC INFORMATICR CONTNN
HEREIN Uk'.,u.au ED
DAT Y

dd:

Delete:

Residence Address

30 Charlton Street
New York, New York

626 Riverside Drive
New York, New York

Key Facility Data

Geographical Reference Number Re sponsnbxhty
( y i
TERED MAIL ﬁ[ d’?&i =
ureatu NOT n;.,...}.)‘:
1°New York a4 sE? 17 970
-  ———

i

2% | P aREIFFION




FD-BGS (Rev. 2-13-69) - r . +

.- ./ ., e i ‘; -
&mn staTEs DEPARTMENT dyUsTICE
" FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Noew York, New York
September)¥s, 1970

In Reply, Please Refer to '

Fie No.gurile 101- 2148
NYrile 100-371

SUBJECT: MORTON SOBELL .
CHARACTER: -~ I8-R - - - =«

REFERENCE:  MEMORANDUM 8/4/69 -

Referenced communication contained subject’s residence and/or employment

address. A recent change has been determined and is being‘set forth below (change
only specified): - . . '

Delete: 30 Charlton Street
Residence: New York,New York

Add: 626 Riverside Drive
"~~~ _ - . Hew Yak, New York
Eﬁxplo&xﬁent: . B T . -

Capy tM‘“‘ mSmenes WNFORMAT‘ON CONTA‘NEE

. by routdag iR LOR -0 HEREIN IS JNCLASSIFIED
Sy B W dfas Dol
oy W//ﬁaﬁz-: R N

/A
. o pl- 3NES ~
,_ ENCLOSU

This document contains neither recommendations nor ¢onclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and
is loaned to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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Transmit the following in _ —

FBI -

Date: 10/9/70

g

" (Type in plaintext or code)
P A e s e R N ST i ey,

“.’_: _“ o "‘ AT e - 7 o ,.-‘“_ N
{ " sypsmer: morronoseLy,

‘ m"‘statingthat he .was forwarding a letter requesting author!z y Il Ié)

"iwaorldﬂ_w'Hg indicated this

‘ 59@0?2&‘@«*\@ T

!
!
I
|
[
[
!
]
|
|
I
1
!
L
1
-1

 DIRECTOR, FBI (101-2483) ..
“sko, i vorw (100-

G

D

ot ESP = RUone et oL

=

L For the information of Los Angeles, subject was . 7 ..
“peleased from the Lewisburg Federal Prison on 1/14/69 after =~
having served 18 years of a 30 year sentence for conspiracy to
Probation. Office, SDNY until 5/1/81, and he cannot travel - .:*
outside the SDNY without authority of his Parole Officer. Since ¢
his release from prison, subject has filed several motions -
in court contesting the authority of the US Board of Parole -
to. restrict his travel.. ‘ ‘

furnished the

o the NYO: . . A

PR ‘
T TSR .. -

llowing information

i X i

on 9/17/70, subject telephonically contact
%o travel from NYC to Los Angeles for the puwpose of fulfilling
. as engagement, Subject's letter, which was received -« ...
‘ _bymn 9/18/70, requested authority to travel bz air . _
to ngeles at his own expense for the purpose of speaking
at & dinner to be held at the Miramar Hotel, Santa Monica,
california on 10/11/70, sponsored by the newspaper “"People's
' d this affair was a fund-raising dipner-

a d:was.expectedito‘be”attepdeq‘by 1,000 peggonsg,;jgngcp;;,
Bureau“(RM) ¥~ R %, aﬂLQV'W.
- Los Angeles (INFO) (RM) "MZ /0, ] — 3

5T = 100267304 ) (DONNA WILKINSON)- & - 0eT
(1 - 100~ )" ( PEOPLE 's *WORID) :
Washington Field ( §

Nt

S e

00 7 HE
iR j .

1
1 - New York

commit espionage. He is under the supervision of the US “,Tm,;_;,-V

té@z'

NN

HEREIN IS, UNCLASSIFIED

. | oW M od wd

Approved:

Sb'eéléPAqe;{ in Charge

o e - . - .




L LR

NY 100-37158

T

?he Miramar HpteI, Santa Monlica, revealed that al
‘Iearning “the aponsorship of the dlnnar,=bw attempte t
dl scourage the use ‘of that hotel by reising the price*
_theipr normal bahquet: dinner ‘Thls gesturéd was not successrul,
: t dicated that he price

“DONNA WILKINSON, when contacted by a ?ar le

i . stated that her husband was Executive Secretary and Field.
. Director for "People's World", and the affair was t§ be a
ke -~ fund-raising function for that newspaper. She state
-~ SOBELL was welcomse to stay -at.their home, however,: N
funderstood't t ‘instead he was to stay at the home of GEORGE,'
. BELL, ‘805 _South’ Genesee street, Los Angel ——
‘elaphone n ber 933 639.ﬁ‘h,.'

m

;wés'saheduled 40 stay at their home,vand was ‘most we
‘She- advised that she and her husband aré musicians; .
‘ { 2y 18 also employed in ‘the medica insurance




PR e Tt

S m T

hd i71075/105; Tod" a potibLon-1d USDE, -

- SDNY requestin ‘that the- declsioh»of the Parale- BoardﬂbéEW.
set ‘aside as At violated’ his rights under the-lst: -Aniendment:
- of the_ Constitutionﬁ.,g hearing was-held in -98DC 3 SDNY 5
before USDJ FREDERﬁcK VAN PELT anxm,‘whg‘ reserved -decision

in tter, - udge BRYAN de

;fsupreme gburt op. 10/9 6r 10/10/70,

e 2l LA et ST

/Zbg.anbiéc

on-X0/7/70," Ju

the above;-~ ) L with .
the US ¢ourt of Appeals for the second Circuit,'NYC' A o

‘. hearing was held in this couri ‘on- 10/9/70, -and the, Court.:

of Appesls’ upheld fhe 0SDc d@cisiog -t deny gubjec
authoritx‘ . : L

3 According to fbllowing the'above dﬁnial,f
' dbject indicated he woul e an,appeal'with;the US
N Y

The above is furnlshed for information ofuthe'
Bureau and Los Angeles. ‘

¥ 5 No active investigation 18 requested-by-the. Los
Angeles‘Division, however, -any- information yertalning to:

isubject. which is received from informants or established~

e

soggces, “h uld“be rurniéhsd tQ«the NYO._T;
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MAY 1942 EDITION t
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT sull!:i-vm =
Memorandum donis o —

3:5?3 S

Felt _ ————

TO : Mr. ?ﬁl DATE: l" )‘/ = 7/ . g;‘:c;——-—"'

Tavel —
Walters —————

FROM J. W. 11 Tole. Room
. . Holmes — ———

. Gandy —o—
SUBJECT:  MORTON QOBELL ;
ESPIONAGE-R ! h

‘Q’ Bulky Exhibit File Number: 101-2483-1517

We are in the process of reviewing all bulky exhibits in order
that we may dispose of those which serve no further purpose. Imasmuch
as many of the bulky exhibits pertain to inactive cases and are occupying
badly needed space, it is requested that the appropriate substantive
supervisor review the above-listed bulky exhibit and render a decision
as to its retention or disposition. A notation as to the decision reached -
may be placed on this memorandum. The memorandum should be
returned to the Filing Unit of the Records Branch, Room 1116, Identi-

- fication Building, for ﬁling in the case file.

RECOMMENDATION

That captioned bulky exhibit be reviewed and a decision rendered
as to the retention or dispogition of the material.

%B:ﬁ% in Destroy [ Other Disposition

Reason for Decision () ne prectieal o0 hysterical va)ve
#: T

\
Signature of Reviewing Supervisor %’Dzé‘ Bt &

W /.?6/7/ , 101-9K3 =
/L INFORM T[Qr\l CONTAINERCT RECOI'RD D
H REIN IS, U1 LASSIFIED  186JUAN 26 W

DATE_2//%r Bvsarrff &~ — Lo

7 8 JAN 26197




“ 4-341 (Rev. 7-28-70) .
OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 5010-106 ’
MAY 1962 EDITION . o
G3A GIN. REG. NO. 17 : t

Tolson ——

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT : ‘ e
g;::::’n. c.D.
emoranaum Callahan
Caspel ———H———
Contad
£} { S—
TO Mr. ‘ﬁ"\ pate: |- 20~ 7/ E""—:_-
! o -
N Waiters
FROM : J. W, 11 o

SUBJECT: MORTON SOBELL

Tele. Room ————
Holmes
Gandy —

ESPIONAGE-R

Bulky Exhibit File Number: 101-24-83=1576
. -o483-

We are in the process of reviewing all bulky exhibits in order
that we may dispose of those which serve no further purpose. Inasmuch
as many of the bulky exhibits pertain to inactive cases and are occupying
badly needed space, it is requested that the appropriate substantive
supervisor review the above-listed bulky exhibit and render a decision

~ as to its retention or disposition. A notation as to the decision reached

may be placed on this memorandum. The memorandum should be
returned to the Filing Unit of the Records Branch, Room 1116, Identi-
fication Building, for filing in the case file.

" RECOMMENDATION: -

That captioned bulky exhibit be reviewed and a decision rendered
as to the retention or disposition of the material.
oT h

Y '
Retain [] Destroy [] Other Disposition

Reason for Decision M ?_%Aj,uit Carrur ¥
[ ]
oo~ v thio Cace |

Fa¥

I -

Signatugq o1 Revierine S T RINED @
HEREIN 1S, LK SLASSHAIE

DATE ¢/sofs? B\ setisrum/fi0) = 4 £3

NOT RECORDES
186 JAN 26 1971

78JAN 261971 - —
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) o Mr. Tolson e

: . & rom sy of Mgsnmmu
. s QQMMUN'CAHONS SEcnoN My, Bishor.

Mr.BrennanCD
APR 2 3 ]97 :2: Callal
— N Mr. conmd»«—-‘
. ; Mr. Dalbeye
' Mr. Felto e

MRS NY CODE - - -.. - 7 M. Gal

ATT DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION
WASHINGTON FIELD

1%

FROM NEW YORK 108-37158)

:"‘

MORTON SOBELL-ESPIONAGE - R

'MORTON SOBELL WAS SENTENCED ON APRIL FIVE FIFTYONE

IN US DISTRICT COURT, SDNY TO THIRTY YRS IMPR’SONMENT FOLLOVING |
HIs CONVICTION FOR conspancv TO COMMIT ESPIONAGE ON BEHALF - Aéf;>;
" OF THE USSR. HE WAS CONDITIONALLY RELEASED FROM LEVISBURG

FEDERAL PRISON ON JANUARY FOURTEEN SIXTY NINE AND IS TO

REMAIN UNDER THE SUPERVISION OF THE US PROBATION OFFICE, NYC

INTIL MAY FOURTEEN EIGHTY ONE . | '

————

s NYC ADVISED THAT SDBELL HAS REQU“' D PERMISSION /K/
FROM THE US BOARD OF PAROLE T0 TRAVEL FROM P%TO WASH@%(&

- ALLINE ORM — "‘""n -
END PG ONE ATIO gt
_ FERE‘N " o Amm APR 26 1971 o

D._ E\ E:‘% UNé; 'QQI"
e, % -
 BYumay 14997,

Mr, Sullivan—— f§i

Mr. ROSG::———— '
- ) . Mr. Tavel . |
435 AWNITEL 4-22-71 SENT4-23-71 FPN Mr, Walters—

’ ‘ Mr. Soyars.— f

DIRECTOR Tele. ROOM e
4 ’ L Miss Holmefe §
- Miss Gandy—— §




§mTe

L
3
% .
z‘.’:
1
1
[3
£
;

PG TW O

APRIL TWO THREE NEXT. THE PURPOSE OF THIS TRAVEL 1S TO
PARTICIPATE IN THE ANTI WAR RALLY IN VASHINGTON D C ON APRIL
TVENTY FOUR NEXT. HE INDICATED THAT IF AUTHORIZED TO TRAVEL
HE WOULD STAY AT THE HOME OF HIS MOTHER -IN - LAY, ROSE |
LEVITOV, ONE ZERO SEVEN TWO RUATAN ST., SILVER SPRING. , MD.,

— - S~y s b 1 s S

AND WOULD RETURN TO NYC ON APRIL TWO FIVE NEXT.

e —— s

AUTHORITY FOR THE ABOVE TRAVEL WAS GRANTED BY THE US
BOARD OF PAROLE ', WASH., DC WITH TWO PROVISIONS . SOBELL IS TO
TELEPHONICALLY CONTACT THE US PROBATION OFFICE, WASH., DC.

_DURIHG THE MORNING OF APRIL TWO FOUR:AND HE IS TO PHYSICALLY

REPORT TO HIS REGULA%PROBATION OFFICER IN NYC ON THE MORNING OF

APRIL TWO SIX NEXT FOLLOWING HIS RETURN.

@ :0v1SED THAT THE ABOVE TRAVEL AUTHORITY IS THE
FIRST OF THIS TYPE WHICH HAS BEEN GRANTED TO SOBELL. THE 417’“"
BOARD OF PAROLE HAS PREVIOUSLY DENIED SOBELL AUTHORITY TO

TRAVEL TO SIMILAR ANTI WAR DEMONSTRATIONS .

END PG TWO

N .t 0 e
T R AMy oo o
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§
S

PG THREE
ADMINISTRATIVE °

ror THE INF0 OF THE Bu,\Joviser tvat atTORNEYS FOR .

THE SUBJECT HAVE REACTIVATEDVTHE LEGAL ACTION FILED BY
SUBJECT Mk US DISTRICT COURT , SDNY AGAINST THE US BOARD OF
PARoDz IS IS IN THE ronn OF A CIVIL SUIT AGAINST THE
cnnamnn‘b*r THE US BOARD OF PAROLE, AND INDIVIDUAL BOARD

MEMBERS ,:mspunﬂe rm-:m AUTHORITY TO DENY HIM TRAVEL OUT SIDE
TRE snma—: '

ABOVE INFO WAS FURNISHED TO SA PHILLIP F DONEGAﬁ.

NO ACTIVE INVESTIGATION BY WFO IN CONNECTION WITH SUBJECTS

TRAVEL IS DESIRED. ABOVE IS FOR INFO‘TO ALERT WFO TO
SUBJECTS AUTHORIZED PRESENCE IN WASH., DC.

- N0 LHM BEING SUBHITTED. o

END Z

b



F'D-36"(Rev. 5-22-84)
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FBI
Date: 5/ 21/71

,-

h. oWy

( Type in plamtext or code),

) On 5/21/71, AUSA DAVID M.“Bkonsxr, “SDNY /8
- advi.sed that on 5/20/71, USDJ MARVIN E. FRANKEL, sumz,b
" rendered a decision in subject's suit against the US.--
Board of Parole for denying him travel rights to
participate in antiwar demonstations.

R ge FRANKEL ‘upheld subJect's contention
that such den al of travel on the part of .the Parole
~ Board was a denial of aubjecg's rlghfa
“under fhe First Amendment.6~ 7

£ P ‘The rullng ttathd that the,Parolc Bonrd .
’retained autherityt:o supervise subject's activity
~until his sentense expired, but that the Board coqld
.- not prevent subject from 8peaking, assémbling, or -’ °
" etherwise expressing his views, as guarnnteed under the
‘;First Amendment, unless the Board could show in a- o
.specific case that travel restriction was neeessnry te
1 safeguard against specific, concretely described, and
vighly 1ike1y dangerciw miacqqunqtzf » oubject.

0»-‘-—

;4/@7" %ﬁv’v?f%—\ ,

Sent i M Per

U. 8. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1969 O - 346-080 (11)

Approved:

Special }'\qent in Charge
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.

S 11l no .
~-administrativé changes ‘in supervising subject's.
agt vitiﬁe\gh ¢h will."be ‘decided by the US Board of

11" q
‘the Board of. cbntemplated tr ‘but that.any desired h‘

travel _.cormot be“ doni.ed,__ except éor 8. >ppecif'i.c val:ld

FIT
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. UNITED STATES.VERNMENT

Memorandu

S¥R W e L;‘xzf,; SR e 3T I oL g R e S R o AEe s T D i SR S
. Tol
\') Sullivg
. B -
B ,C.D. ——
. W.C. Sullivan oS

8 hLd
Hll

- Mr, C.D., Brennan e
A l - Mr. W.A, Branigan pabey
TO : Mr. C. D. Brenn&‘f DATE: June 10, 1971 ——
1 - Mr. F.J. Cassidy ko
S o«& 1 - Mr. J.P. Lee Walters
FROM : W, A, Brahi.g\ Ezy,‘.::;t
: f . ~ Holmes
SUBJECT: MORTON SOBELL N %Q\ o o L}
ESPIONAGE - RUSSIA L‘t"ﬁﬂﬁ? / é/ ©A

Memorandum reports

Morton Sobell {85 the Soviet agent convicted in 1950 alon
with Julius and Ethel Rosenberg for conspiracy to commit espionage
Sobell was sentenced to 30 years in prison and was released in
January, 1969. Currently on parole, he successfully challenged
in U. S. District Court in May, 1971, the right of the U, 8. Parol
Board to prevent him from traveling to participate in antji<war
demonstrations. i¢ TRy P ‘
7 \

e 17 L20— = ?3—-\ L
CONTINUED +-OvEft - .» || l vy
KX JUN 16 1971 -

Clascified by
Excampt fromfXDS, 3

Date of Degy -ssi;.bmiori?rid_c_fir_x_ige,__s

ALL TRFORUATICH CONTATNED
UIRELIR TS WWOLASS5IFTIED EXCEST

50JUN23 19?" WHERE SHOWN OTHERRIS




Memorandum to Mr. C.
RE: MORTON SOBELL
101-2483

ACTION:

e s




= ~ SUBJECT: {
CHARACTER ;
) V - BUFILE: -
S /Q ~ NYFILE:

| WFOFILE;

T e IN VIE"I OF TI-' SE SIT'[VITY Or
EXTREITE CAUTION “UST EL EXmRCIZED .[l' ‘1‘1“4 AN N o Aad

- INFORFATION ATTRIEUZED TO THEIS SOURCE AND NO A«".t ICN TAXEN
WHICHE COULD. CONCELV/ADLY JEOPARDIZE. "‘.L. SECURITY Cr THIS

.. SOURCE Or IRFORATICN,

- IN COTN - , |
OUTSIDE THE BURZSAU, =OULD =i CZIHR! CTLRIZED
AS xjx SOURCs wEO T"; LS un : selrn LCORhLAT 1
PAST." IT 3 -CULD "'14:?\:-‘17‘1:‘3 \m‘”‘ WHAT THIS INACORMATION WA
RECENTPLY RZCEIVED rRCH THIS SCUACH AND MO DATE SHCULD En
SET FORTH- 1IN THE DISSsiINATION,

| CLASSIFICATION: -~ . o S
-, | ) "TOWT"
b GRONP' I
; The Bureau advised

of the following infornatlonﬁro.
New York . Bureau )
----———-—-1 3 _

2o/ D‘M :

' Tt

bl 2 - Bureau
AYS: INFOREATION.CONTATINED

Q

!

1

{

!

|

} 1 - New York

|

!

| BESTIN TS 'WALASSIFIED EXCEPT  4/32

'J/az :

T OTRERRISE, - assified b

Ve

l-70~77

/a/- 3%&4 —

\(w‘ I’F”“E‘F)E’
RN RS

L Cemvelses w-“
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4.750 (Rev. 4-17-85) .

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
FOIPA DELETED PAGE INFORMATION SHEET

A

Page(s) withheld entirely at this location in the file. One or more of the following statements, where
indicated, explain this deletion.

B/Deleted under exemption(s) 5 / with no segregable

material available for release to you.

]  Information pertained only to a-third party with no reference to you or the subject of your request.
[] Information pertained only to a third party. Your name is listed in the title only.

[C] Documents originated with another Government agency(ies). These documents were referred to that
agency(ies) for review and diréct response to you.

Pages contain information furnished by another Government agency(ies). You will be advised by the FBI as
to the releasability of this information following our consultation with the other agency(ies).

Page(s) withheld for the following reason(s):

[] For your information:

B/The following number is to be used for reference regarding these pages:

(O — 2 SE - NP2 /¢ >

XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX
§ DELETED PAGE(S) §
{ NO DUPLICATION FEE §
XXXXXX X FORTHIS PAGE X
XXXXXX XXXXXXXXX
XXXXXX
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