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PTOW Beatle John
* ¥ Lennon “cleansed”

himself of drugs.

This was the theme of a
~I3-minute defence plea
veslerday  when  the 28-
vear-old pop idol was fined
£150 with £21 cosls for
having cannabis resin,
Lennon, said solicitor Mr.
Martin Polden, cut himself- off
from drugs at the beginning of
this year bccausc he
vealised they were jncom-
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patible with the teachings
of Eastern philosophy with

- ARNOLD LATCHAM

which he bhad become \A

.
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involved. i

When detectlves from
Scotland Yard's Drugs Squad
raided his flat {in Montague
Square, Marylebone, In |
October, the Beatle said : I
am clean.” .

And he belleved he was,

magistrate Mr. John
Phipps.

The drugs found in his fiat—
219 grains, enough to make 40
reefer cigarcites and worth £10
on the bhlack market — were
{rom his past.

- 4
' DELAY

He had forpotien all sbout”
them, It was claitied, .
Said Mr. Poudden to  the
maisirate: "1 hope thal by
accepting that he did maks
ellnr:is 1o cleanse himsell you
will see the charge in perspece
tive.”

Lennon, dressed in.a
black velvet Regency-
style suit, plain  white
shirt and matching tic,
appearcd in  the dock
with  his 34-.year-old
Japancase girl friend, Mrs,
Yoko Ono Cox.

Tiny Yoko, who lefl hosnital
iast week alter a miscarriage,
wore & white Cossack biouse and
biack trouscers,

She was in the dock for only
L Uve minules befors the (wo
, charzes  azansy  hev—having
Carnes and obsiructine Deteetive-
P Sereeant Norman Pilcher in the
exreution of a search warrant—
werr ¢emissrd,

Of the  olher  eharge—the
opsiinction  orinaliv alleced
Wan a deiav of seven to eight
minules belore the police were
admited 1o Whe Hat=he sald 21—

“ Informatinn has since como
: t.o light 1o indicate Lhrre may be ;
& reason for the delay uneon- |

e — e

.

Mr. Polden told Marylebone | [
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ATTORNEY AT LAw —f
SANDRA G. LeviTT 515 MADISON AVENUE
ALLEN E. KAYE NeEw York, N. Y. 10022
Co;;EL MURRAY HILL 8-8555
LLoYD RiICHARD FORSTER g ‘c_/
WiLLiam P. VouIN \ P
—_June 30, 1969 R A
JIFICE 7 rmx v seiuR 9
ViS4 OrSTOR /}
Ny -
ho9 1559 o~

Mr. George Owen

Director, Visa Office . W .EiilY CF STATE . Jit .
Department of State o Vé.,f

N oy
A
Washington, D.C. "y Tw" 4 /

Re: Visa Application of John'Leéﬁon;ﬁﬁkktL:(u/

o
e

J
Dear Mr. Owen: . V2 7» Kz;‘zxz
‘4 (4 /

I enclose a transcript of the television interview with John
Lennon which was shown in your city June 29, 1969. The transcript
was from the broadcast in New York on June 22. I specifically
call your attention to pages 2, 5, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12 and 13.

I also enclose an article from the Los Angeles Herald-Examiner
dated June 27, 1969, which might give you some insight into why
persons like Dr. Tamarkin and Dr. Wynn are so interested in

having one of the Beatles available to discuss some of the problems
which cause and in turn are aggravated by the so-called "generation
gap“ .

I aﬁ somewhat puzzled by some of the comments that I get tan-
gentially. I would like to be perfectly direct and hope that, in
turn, people will be direct with me.

ww L+ A nonimmigrant visa application was filed by Mr. Lennon at the
— Consul

ulate in Montreal; that application is still pending =-- the
mere fact that the Lennons physically went somewhere else doesn't
affect the fact that they still want to come here and have an

unadjudicated application. Do you consider that they have an
application pending?

2. Mr. Lennon has accepted the NIMH invitation as unequivocally
as anyone could, considering that no one can set dates without
knowing whether a visa will be issued at all and if SO, when,

Do you consider that the invitation has been accepted?

3. Dr. Wynn would like Mr. Lennon there by July 7 because of
holiday schedules of hisg staff. Mr. Lennon would be willing to

2]
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Mr. George Owén
June 30, 1969
Page two.

come by that time -- provided that he had enough notice that he
could do so to arrange his affairs. Otherwise the invitation

will have to be deferred until the end of the summer, for

maximum benefit to the NIMH staff. Do you beleive we will have

a decision in time for Mr. Lennon to make arrangements to come
here?

(I need not repeat my firm belief that the equities of the situatior
call for the granting of the waiver and the issuance of a visa.

I think, in fact, that it would be contrary to our national
dignity to refuse a visa to this man on a technical basis. But

in any event a nonimmigrant who is making a visit on business,

and who has many business interests to occupy him outside the Unite
(States, must have- some idea where he stands in order to arrange
his schedule. I do hope that you will agree with my belief that

a visit by John Lennon would be beneficial to the United States
(in view of the purposes he is coming for and his publicly expressec
attitudes against violence and drugs.

One other item: on page 1 you will find a comment by Stuart Klein,
who is apparently a radio announcer in Montreal, suggesting (in
the first paraqraph) that the Lennons wanted to do a "bed-in" in
the United States. The Lennons have no such intention. You will
note on page 14 that Mrs. Lennon, in the first full paragraph of
her statement (last three sentences) makes it clear that the
"bed-in" was simply and openly a way of getting attention to
their ideas and has no magic or significance beyond it. Mrs.
Lennon specifically told me that she doesn't regard a "bed-in"
any longer as being a useful attention getter. Thus, if the
Department has feelings about any "unseemliness" about a "bed-in"
it need not have such apprehensions.

Sffgifely<¥ours,

ELMER FRIED

EF:jm.
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In. The Matter Of Tac
voa-Immigrant Visa Application

oif
JOIIN LENNON :
_________________________________ e
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF SECTION 212(d) (3) WAIVER
INTRODUCTION

John Lennon is a member of the most popular and successful
musical group since World War II, The Beatles. He has applied to
the American Consulate in Montreal for a visa to enter the United
States for a short business visit. He appears ineligible for a
visa under Section 212(a) (23) of the Act, by reason of a
conviction in England for possession of marijuana. The recoxd
is clear that at the time of such conviction; he had already
turned away from this ﬁype of activity, and expressed publicly
his anti-marijuana attitudes -- long before the question of a
visa to America arose. The issue is, whether the Secretary of
State should recommend, and if so, whether the Attorney General
should grant, a waiver of this ground of ineligibility, using ;he
authority of Section 212(d) (3).

It is submitted that every consideration of fairness and of
reason urges a favorable decision; that no interest of the United
States would suffer from granting this waiver; that it would be
contrary to the interests of the United States to deny this
application. | |

To the extent that there are questions unanswered by this
memorandum, it is(only through inability to anticipate those

questions; and we stand ready at any time to supplement this brief

3
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cRASONING

A. Lennon and the Question of Marijuana

Mr. Lennon repudiated artificial mind—stimulants like
marijuana when he encountered the Maharishi, and despite the
vicissitudes of that encounter, has consistently abstained from
such drugs and has publicly deplored their effects on him. The
"possession" of which he was convicted was of marijuana which
somechow had remained ir a case in his house long after he had
ceased to use it. Thus, he is not only a rehabilitated former
user: he is indirectl? a proponent of abstinence. While it is
true that he decliﬁes to become part of a crusade against drugs,
the plain fact is that his credibility would -actually be reduced
(among those who are drawn to him) by such a stance. He is much
more impressive teaching by the example of his abstinence, than .
he would be by lecturing. |

The Department is aware that the National Institute of
Mental Health has invited him to appear at a symposium or meeting,
of which more details can be furnished by Dr. Tamarkin of that
Institute. Dr. Tamarkin has stated to me that in his own meetings
with young people, when speaking of drugs he speaks in terms of
his own feelings against their use, being careful to avoid
appearing to propagandize against them -~ for young people can be
persuaded by indirection much more than by lecture.

o'F Amoxijvom VST

Since Mr. Lennon's views on the undesirability to'him’gave
already been publicly expressed, and since he would consistently
express those ideas whenever the question would arise, it should
be clear that he must be counted on the anti-drug side of this
issue, both emotionally and with respect to whatever effect hegﬂ
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puring the last Memorial Day weekend it is well-known that there
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1% cannot be in the interescs of the United Statces to bar
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-son so influential with voung people, with many of whom the
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cuestion of the use of artificial mind-stimulants occupies so

“

important a role in their thinking.

3, Lennon and the ruestion of Violence

One of the most important problems of the day is campus
violence and street violence. The President of the United States
nas expreésed his concern, and no area of America is free from
such turbulencé.and +he effect of such turbulence.

The record is brystal clear that John Lennon is entirely
against violence in any form. He has called upon people to call
the Police their brothers, to show the Police that they are loved;
he has called upon the young to maintain a continuing dialogue

with the older generation and not to turn away from them.

was a "Parade" in Berkeley, California attended by some 30,000

young people, involving the question of the use of certain open ;

spaces; and when that large group was reported at times to have
potential for disorderliness or worse, Mr. Lennon, telephoning
several times to the leaders of that march from a hotel in

Montreal, urged the leaders to keep things "cool", to keep things

peaceful -- and ultimately urged them and prevailed upon them to

disband the march and dispeijse peacefully.

Mr. Lennon is in fact a dramatic, although indirect,

influence for peaceful behavior. Surely it cannot be in the

interest of the United States to exclude a man who, to the extent ,

that he has influence with young people, can influence them to the!

side of peaceful actions. <§} ;
- - 110
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% +ho United States than have he comments of many Amcricans ;

it im oublic 1ife ané certainly more so than that of many

orominent highly placea Zoreian “Friends" of the United States,
A+ no time has Mr. ennon attacked the United States with

respect to the Vietnam war, any moxre than he has held all tae
nations responsible for wars generally. To the extent that he is
acainst the Vietnam war, he is not against the American role,

any more than he is against participation by any other nation
including those against whom United States forces are fighting.
His public utterances therefore are in no way anti-American;

they are simply pro-peace.

Surely it cannot be in the interest of the United States to

By

bar an individual who adheres so closely to the injunction of

the Sermon on the Mount, "Love ye one another”.

C. Lennon and the Congressional Intent.

Clearly there are two Congressional policies affecting

persons convicted of drug or marijuana charges. There is the

Y

stern policy of excluding immigrants in this categorxy: and there

is the realistic policy of allowing the executive officials to
waive the bar in favor of ron-immigrants. The executive branch,

being thus allowed to use its own judgment as to non-immigrants,

.

has in the past been disposed to grant waivers whenever there is a!
bona fide purpose to the visit, the individual is no longer
engaged in the reprehensible activity, and no harm can be

suffered by the United States from the alien's entry. Such

considerations clearly apply in favor of John Lennon's application

e g e e s ¢ e e = b

Indeed, as has been shown above, and as will appear subsequentlyk}
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the NIMH obviously feel that Lennon can offer insight which might
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5. oeanonty Purnoser in ¥isiting

The visit is wrimarily for business purposes. lie has a new
recora geing sroduced here; ne and his wife have "albun~booxs”
ander contract with a New York publisher (not of a sensational
nature, I have been told). On this visit, Mrs. Lennon wants to
bring her American daughter (by a prior marriage) to visit the
child's grandparents on Long Island. Mr., Lennon has accepted
an invitation by the National Institute of Mental Health to
appear at a meeting 6f psychiatrists and other behavioral
scientists, in Washington, D.C., which they feel will help to

offer insight into -attitudes of the young. (The great problem

of today is said to be the "generation gap": The physicians of

Yy

help to lessen the gap.)

So important is the latter purpose that when word was out
that Lennon might come here and appear before NIMH scientists,
other requests have come from behavioral scientists in other
parts of the country, hoping that Mr, Lennon might appeax there.
To illustrate: The undersigned on June 14: spoke with Dr. Robert
J. Gaukler, a leading psychiatrist and teacher;.located in

Villanova, Pennsylvania. Dr. Gaukler expressed the hope that if

Mr. Lennon came to the United States he would be willing to appearf

at a meeting in Philadelphia at which a large number of the leading

behavioral scientists of this portion of the country would wish
to appear and meet with Lennon, The'object; as Dr; Gaukler
explained it, was precisely that desired by Dr. Tamarkin; whno
was so pleased with the possibility of Mr: Lennon's appearance

at the request of NIMH. It is guite plain that these two

psychiatrists, unknown to one another, saw the same problems H
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views of ¥r. Lennon; both Pelicved that he had very great

influence amongst yocuin; both beiieve that the influence i3 more

th

advantagecous to socigty taan not; botn believe that he can oifer

insight into the attitudes and bchavior of young people and thus

~

help them (the scientists) to understand why the "generation gap"
exists, and hopefully, how it can be narrowed.

There is no cguestion that MNr. Lennon's interest in yough

would lead him, at his own expense, to meet with these groups

of doctors for whatever benefit they might obtain from such
meetings.

'It is clear that Mr. Lennon's purposesin coming to the
United States are legitimate, businesslike, socially useful,
and orthodox and proper. To deny him the possibility of carrying
out such perfectly legitimate objectives woula'be to wield power

without compassion and without justice.

E. Lennon and our Visa Policies.

_There is a serious guestion whether it is even dignified for
the United States of America to refuse a visa to a gifted and
populax musician for an act that he does not justify and which,
on the contrary; he now deplores. The possession of marijuana
was his sin: he has publicly renounced it. If he were coming
to advocate the use of marijuana, there would be justification
for trying to keep him out, in support of a policy to discourage
the use of marijuana. But when Mr. Lennon himself discourages by
his example, the use of'marijuana, what policy is served by his
exclusion?

If the exclusion of such a person is morally groundless,
would not the dignitonf the Government suffer from -excluding D

him? Such refusalvcannot remain secret: would the explanation

113
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a5 arbitiarv? Should our Government maxe arnitrary

cocisions? Arc we too weak to make humane ones?

r. The Prior ravorable Recommendation by the State
Dopartment and Denial bv the Justice Departhent.

Mr. Lennons -London Representative; Peter Brown, was called
5 the London Embassy on June 10, 1969 and advised that the
Justice Department had denied a waiver of the visa application
made at London. It is clear, therefore: that State recommended
and Justice disaéproved. Tt is to be hoped that State will not
fail to recommend again, merely out of discouragement that
Justice might not agree. Certainly State's independent functioning
as contemplated by Section 212(d)(3); would be frustrated if its !
actions were governed by its concern that the Justice Department '
might disagree, |
We hope that the State Department will be as favorably

inclined on the Montreal application as it was with respect to

the London application. We hope that the Justice Department

will reconsider the matter afresh; and that this memorandum

will help to dispel some adverse impressions it might have had

of Mr. Lennon.

SUMMARY

3

Many press stories of Mr. Lennon have been pure sensationalism

--sometimes with only a slight base of fact., If the District

——— s —————

Director at New York can complain he was misquoted by the press-=
as he has =~ how much more can the more-often-interviewed anc ’
1

. - ]

more logquacious Mr. Lennon make the same complaint. For the i

State Department or the Justice Department to draw adverse \W

inferences from such reports would certainly not be justified, 114
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clearly a casc in which the U.S. Government agencies

are entitled to have answer to their questions from Mr. Lennon--

- r
A
.

. e - .
ColON.

it Las the duty to express <3 doubts to Mr. Lennon or his '’

B

legal representative so that groundless suspicions or inferences
can be clarified and corrected,

In view of Mr. Lennon's anti-marijuana views, to hold his
marijuana conviction against him when he wishes only to make a
brief business visit, would hardly seem fair and reasonable,
ils personal views on marijuana, and on peaceful expression of
dissent, are entirely consistent with our Government's vievs;
and the influence of his ideas on young pebple could be
salutary. Indeed, at the start of the now-dreaded "long hot
summer", his position against violence might well serve to
"cool" those portions of our youthful populacé who are admirers
of The Beatles and of John Lennon in particular:

In short, no harm at all can arise from granting a waiver.
to Mr. Lennon; much good can come of it; and a proper sensé of
fair play requires it.

Respectfully'éubmitted;
ELMER FRIED

Attorney for John Lennon
515 Madison Avenue,

New York, N.Y. 10022 |
212-688-8555

=
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Referred to another gov't agency
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TN 0 703.131

Dear Senatar Magnuson:

Reference is made to your reecent letter with enclosure
regarding the Beatles.

Your eerrespondeat apparently is referring to the recent
spplication of Mr. John W. O. Lennen, a member of the Beatles
msusical growp, for the issusnes of 4 visa. Ue have been ad-
vised thet be was refused & visa by the Depsrtment of State
because of s comviction on November 28, 1968, for possession
of csunabis resin. You may wish to request mors informstion
from that Department.

Sincerely,
o 7 W
e AP
S . e T L S N e .
Raymond F. Farrell )
Commissjioner

Honmorable darren G, MHagnuson
United States Sanate
Washington, D. C.

Enclosure - -

- Copy of letter under

attached for your in-

i GFFICE OF TiE !\
: ct)muss1933‘_-_"{_#*__zi
TTUUUN 61968
“giGhED AN

FORWARDED
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H
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Respectiully referred to
U.S. Immigration and\l{am!ra;hzgﬂon
“setvice’
-._“..-..C..er res >.J~.Q[‘.§:4L-7‘.§Qn %ﬁxcequ
wnh thanks for such favorable considerati on .y
as the communicat-on herewith submitted war—
ré.nts, and for a report therseson, to aécompany
return ox'_'__'__i"ncf;@ur%’
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PAGE WITHHELD PURSUANT TO
(b)(6)
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a7 59 3
My 28, 1969

Best "Reproducible” Copy Available

% f
\S:-u ?. Grewns, Assoclate Commissioner,
Cemtral Office

2

A

Sol Marks, Depuwty District Directer

How Yerk, Now York

Jobn LENNON, Member of the Deatles
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OPTIONLL PORM HO. 10
W0-re .

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum
503
TO ¢ District Director
New York, N. Y.

FROM : Joseph H, Kadlec
Acting Officer in Charge
Frankfurt, Germeny

o)
:“‘3\

AP

LA AN

W\ \3

DATE:May 8’ 1969

SUBJECT: Your Al7 597 321, December 1l and 31, 1968; John Winston IENNON

m’t}sm are forwsrded herewith a true cony of

subject's record of conviction for pnossession of cannabis
resin as certified by a consular officer and contents of

our work folder. A photoststic cooy of the conviction record,
not certified, and copies of your subject memorandum are
being furnished the Chicago office, wnich telegraphically

on December 1, 1968, also requested same, no file mumber

indicated,

Encl,

‘}(/(,(\ Lo f-»'{ (1 ¢ ;(»k_,\
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RECU\‘

Respectrully referred to

Office for Congressional Relations

U. 8. Department of Justice
igration-and.

Washmgton. D.C.

: < d 203./3/
or w cggsid‘!ration as

the Communication
here"!dx ﬁmi&“g@ may warrant, ang

for a report
ther'mm, ma@}.ﬁate to accompany r

eturn of
ine

etrNer et ety

0 wrew3 ! U. s. s.
Encl. - (b)(6)
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(b)(6)
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AL( 5Y{ 3¢i=10mp
Chief, Visa Section February 7, 1969
Amsrican Esbassy
Lendon, Bngland
Cecil Peteraom, Officer in Charge
IS, American Consulate Ceneral
Frankfurt, Cermany
John Winston LENNON

Flease refer to our letter dated December 3, 1968, requesting
a copy of subject!s recard of conviction.

Any actlion you might tale toward anearly compliance, will be
greatly appreciated,

Encl,

13
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OFTIONAL FORM NO. 10

oty

UNITED STATES GOv<RNMENT

Memorandum

: Officer in Charge, ot Doag wn 5«paTE: December 31, 1968

TO

FROM

SUBJECT:

. T. C. Gibney, Deputy mstﬁe%"Director; Y

Al7 597 321
Frankfurt, Germany

New York, N. Y.

John Winston LENNON; your A17 597 321 temp of December 19, 1968, (b) (2)

As stated in our letter of December 14, 1968, F

has been posted by this office and it weuld the o= (b)(7)(c)
preciated if you would furnish us, for the completion of our i
file, copies of any records you may obtain for the Chicago (b)(7)(e)

ofﬁce.»
Sk

133



AL7 597 32

Officer in Charge, December 31, 1968
Frankfurt, Germany

T. C. Gitney, Deputy Eistrict Director,
New York, N, Y.

John Winston LENNON; your Al7 597 321 temp of December 19, 1968,

As stated in our letter of December lk, 1968,
has been posted by this office and it would thérsIoT® O® ¥p= ,
preciated if you would furnish us, for the completion of our (b)(7)(e)
file, copies of any records you may obtain for the Chicage
office,

+




