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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE PLEASE ACDRESS REALY TO
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20536
Jﬂm‘f’ 15. 1975

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER AND REFES TO TS FIL WO,

m 8’3 . 1’c

Your lettsr to the President concerning John Lemnmon has been refarved
to this SBervice for reply.

Mr. Lennon entered the United States as a visitor in August, 1971
and vas authorized to remain until Pebruary 29, 1972. As a result of his fallure
to honor that departure date, he was informed that he was expected to depart
March 15, 1972, and that failure to comply would result in the institution of
deportation proceedings. :

‘Upon his failure to depart, a deportation hearing was held and the
immigration judge found that Mr, Lennon was deportable in that he had remained
in the United States for longer time tham permitted. The immigration judge
granted Mr. Lemnon 60 days in which to depart voluntarily from the United States
in lieu of deportation. He lppuh_d the immigration judge's decision to the

Board of Immigration Appeals.

On July 10, 1974, the Board of Immigration Appeals dismissed Mr. Lennon's
appeal and granted him 60 days from the date of that decision in which to
depart voluntarily from the United States. However, on September 6, 1974, a
petition to review Mr. Lennon's deportation order was filed in the United
States Court of Appeals in New York. The petition for review stays Mr. Lennon's
deportation pending determination of the petition by that Court.

Mr. Lennon is guaranteed and indeed has received the same Constitutional
rights of "due process” and "equal protection under the law" as would any
eq

 other alien or citizen - of this country, and you may be assured that he received

a fair and impartial deportation hearing.
Thank you for your interest in this matter.

Sincerely,

James ¥, Creane
Deputy Commissioner
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By JoE TREEN

| NEW YORK — Can you imaginc what
must have gone through the judge's
! mind? Can vou imagine the'torturc and
agony he must have feli? Aflow John
- Lennon — ex-Beatle John Lennon,
i hardly the epitome of middle-class
America—allow him to .. .'to .. . the
word comes hard . . . to investigate the
United States Department of Justice?
The idea is almost absurd! John Len-
pon, unfettered and free, flying from

drawers. Pulling out files. Asking
questions. .
But on the other hand, the judge

if Lennon is right? What if the local
immigration people in New York did
try to kick Lennon out because the
Nixon honchos down in Washington
: were afraid he'd disrupt the 1972 Re-
i pubiican National Convention? What
L if there was a governmental conspiracy
! - against Lennon? What if they did pre-
| judge his case? What if they did plan
a big political trial for him as RoLLING
STONE reported two months ago. (RS
December S5th, 1974.)

And so the judge found a compro-
mise. On January 2nd, U.S. District
Court Judge Richard Owen ruled that

Lennon’s lawyers, as they had re-
l quested, wiil be permitted to question
| federal officials; they will be permitted
] to sce immigration files; they will have
i
l

a chance to try 1o prove the Watergate
connection in ihe Lennon deportation
case. But there is a catch. Judge Owen
il is afraid Lenuon might “distupt” the
| operations of thc government. The wit-
Il nesscs, therefore, will be witnesses ap-
|  proved by the judge; the files will be
' files screened beforehand. Although
immigration officials once plarned a
big pobtical trial for John Lennon,
Lennon cannot plan a big political trial
for them, ’

Lennon’s attorney, Leon Wildes, was
elated. He issucd a press release the day
after the judge's ruling and left im-

ptanned holiday. The decision was “a
significant step forward,” the release
said, “in vindicating my client’s posi-
tion that he had been selectivily prose-
-cuted because of his antiadiministration
opinions.” Wildess associate, Steven
Weirherr, said the judge's restricticns
cranld net Fampsr 1ennod’s inevy.
YR just waty 10 sre that there’s some
ragnse to the pecyd
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| one file cabinet to another. Opening

must have had another thought: What -

mediately for the Virgin lstands for a.

' )
} R
H
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Lennen to examine. There is Senator

Strom Thurmond (R-~S.C.), who has
admitted through a spokesman that he
sent “some information” about Lennon
to then attorney general John Mitchell;
a few wecks later the case agsinst
Lenaon began. There is Mitchell's No.
Two man, Richard Kleindienst; sources
closs 10 the situation say Kleindienst
sent a note—"Let's pet on this right
away —which was clipned to Lennon's
fite ih New York. There is Raymond
Farvéll, then commissioner of the Tm-
migration and Naturalization Service,
a branch of the Justice Departient.
Thert is James F. Greene, then Far-

‘rell's associate commissioner. There is

Sol Marks, who headed the New York
imeeigration ofiice and there is Vincent
A. Schiano, the goverament lawyer
assipned to the case, :
Seurces say that Mnrrks, acting on
Citeene's instructions, ordzred S:htano
0 hotd o pudigient rid ~-to show
throuep Lepon's sones. friends and

|
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. nfe‘xs that he was uniit o be a resident

of the U.S.—-but that Schiano' “talked
him out of it. Greenc denies t¥at;
Marks says the idea might have been
“discussed very tangentially”; and Schi-
anc isn't talking.

But if Lennon's lawyers have their
way, that will change. Schians is high
o the list of witnesses they would Like
10 question. “We wouldn't mind exam-
ming every one of the defendants,”
Weinberg said. But if it g6t down 0 a
crunch, he said, the big thice are

+ Schiano, Marks and Greene. “Because

that's wheze any kind of predetcrml-
mation was made,” he said. “That's
where instructions were given and thoss
were the prople who reczived the in-

L structions.”

Lennen's Tawyers alse want i see
Lennon's Hie, “We vant eve: ythinze, ™

Weinberg said, W w0 zoing to cx-

: amme the governmant e completely.

. We want to see how -n: thing

dl‘

e 9 -y
I S T
K
1
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“Just what limits Judge \N’c:‘. places
on Yenncn's fawvers will not e da-
cidzd untkl a closed hearing now sot
for January 17th. But th trits ¢a Len-
noa will probably not be decided until
aft.r the heoring anyway. Jucse Swen
52, has the repwation of being
thoughtful, carcful and Fair judge
whese caseload is so !:cav_v it takes a
lonz time for him to work oat a Je-
cision {thic one took two menths),
Ever thongh he was appeinted to ihe
bench by Richard Nixon and was in the
Jusiice Department during the Bisen-
hower administration (he prosecite
sor.ie would-be assassins of Harry Tru-
man), Judge Owen has sormething in
costinon with John Lennon: They are
bott. composers. Owen composes op-
eras, After law school he studied at
Juittiard and has written four operas
which were well received both in this
couvntry and abroad.

His conccrn that the questions ‘of
composer Joha Lennon may dismipt the
government seem unfounded,

Of the seven potential witnesses in
the Lenron case, only two—Thurmond
and G.cene——are still in government.
Mi‘chell and Kleindienst, you may
have noticed, are no longer there, Far-
rell and Marks have retired and Schi-
ano is in private law practice.

Perhaps becausc they are out of gov-
ernment, Schiano and Marks are ex-
pected to say there was illegal intet-
ference in the case from Washinaton.
Pcrhaps because he is still in the Im-
migration Service, Greene is expecied
to say that there was not. In fact, in a
Jetisr protesting the RoiLinG STOME
investigation of the case, Greene made
his position quite clear:

“Mr. Lennon is simply one of the
thcusands of tourists who come to this
couniry as visitors for business or plea-
suic¢ and, lured by the attraction of
our nation’s economic opportunities
an? freedom, decide to remain here.
Often they do so illegaily, as did Mr.
Leanon.

“Althovgh he applied for status as a
permanent resident, Mr. Lennon s not
eligible because he has a prior drug
conviction. That is the law as passed
by Congress.

“This position was. upheld in’ tne
Lenncn case by the Immigcation juiige
w. o condicted a hearing and by the
ourd of Tmnugration Appeuis, 1) e
it n; rh ww ub tn(* m'm; pw

g Q )3 75' NEIL:I/O/D (U.)F) Q
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Washington, B.E. 20515 EEOSE |
(202) 223-4431

. SERVICK COMMITTEE

December 16, 1974

Mr. James F. Greene, Acting Commissioner
Imnigration and Naturalization Service
Constitution Avenue and 10th Street
Washington, D.C. 20503

Dear Mr. Greene:

Recently, I have received several inquirtes concerning the

of John Lennon. My constituents' concern is that Mr. Lennon I3
celving discriminatory treatment because his work and lifestyle are
offensive to the Service. These deportation proceedings are based

upon a previous conviction in Great Britain for possession of
marijuana. I would greatly appreciate any information you might
supply me with in regard to Mr. Lennon's case, especially in com—
parison to other deportations going on now.

Thank you for your time and effort.

o =
C, ll 2 'r r‘
L ¢ 0O
. ' ol 3
Patricia Schroeder e - N
ongresswoman o0 -
mU’ [eg ""-s
PS/ds/fck wo == o
Falr 4 :’:, L
> = O
: ) L o
' ) ’ "’.’ ”-’.
f_/";‘,
f’
THIS STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE WITH RECYCLED FIBERS
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LENNON

December 19, 1974 92,71~

This vrefers te your recent letter concernimg John Lemnom.

Mr. Lennon entered tha United States as s visitor in August
1971 and was suthorised to remsin uwetil February 29, 1972, As a
result of his failure to homor that departure dats, he was informed
that he was expected to depart by Mareh 15, 1972, and that failure
to comply would result in the imstitution of deportation procesdings.

Upon his failure to depart, a depertation hearing was held
and the ismmigration judge found that Xr. Lennon wes deportable in
that he had remsined in the United States for louger times than
permitted. The fmmigration judge granted Mr. Lemmon 60 days in
which to depart veluntarily from ths United States iz lieu of de-
portation. He appealed the immigration judge's decfsion to the
Boayrd of Immigration Appeals.

On July 10, 1974, the Board of Immigration Appeals édismissed
Mr. Lennon's appeal sud granted bhim 60 days from the date of that
decision in which to depart voluntarily from the United States.
Howsver, on September 6, 1974, & petition to review Mr. Lemnoan's
deportation ovder was filed ia the United Statss Court of Appeals
1o New York. The petition for reviev stays Mr. Lennom's deperta-
tion peading determination of the petition by that coart.

il

172
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Mr. Lennon is guaranteed and indeed has received tha same
constitutional rights of “dus process" and "equal protection under
the lav” as would any other alien or citisen of this country, and
you may be assured that he received a fair and impartial deporta-
tion hearing.

Thank you for your interest in this matter.

Sincerely.

Jemas F. Greems
Deputy Commissionsr

Q‘sj}o:ui

,’.
(2
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mond in his papagity as;a member of the Internal Se-
curity subcommittee, but
comg;ittee members had aceess to the intelligence file.

Jay-Sourwine, general coupsel to the committee, was
asked if his staff has any *‘private” filés on Lennon.

“I can't discuss private files on anybody,” Sourwine
replied. “We do not have any hate lists, prescribed
lists, lists of subversives or anything of the sort,” he
added. *'I would not discuss in any case what we have

" that is hot public sourée material. It's classified.”

LEON WILDES, a prominent New York attorney -
. specializing in immigration affairs who represents

Lennon, claims that high-administration officials’
interférence in what was essentially an Immigration
.Service matter is an illegal incursion on the nght of
immigration district directors to exercise discretion in
* such cases. I _
 Wildes char¥ed in'a suit separate from his deporta-
tion defense of Lennon, that evidence obtained by the
government was the product of illegal surveillance ac-

. tivities. )

A document he filed in the Lennon litigation indi-
cates that at least one investigative arm of the

government was involved in gathering information on -

Lennon and his wife, Yoko Ono. -

The paper is a memorandum from ‘‘Supervisor,
Intelligence Division, Unit 2'* of a government agency
that was nat identified to ‘‘Regional Director, Group
8" on *“The supervision of the activities of both John
and Yoko Lennon.” :

THE DOCUMENT reads as follows:
“It has come to the further attention of this office

" that John Ono Lennon, formerly of the Beatles, and

Yako Ono Lennon, wife of John Lennon, have inten-

tions of remaining in this country and seeking a

permanent residence therein, as set forth in a previcus

communication this has been judged to be inadvisable

gnd_ :etd was recommended that all applications are to be
enied.

“Their relationships with one (6521) Jerry Rubin,’

and one John Sinclair (4536), also their many commit-
ments which are judged to be highly political and un-
fivorable to the present administration. This was set

. forth to your office in a previous report. Because of
this and their controversial behavior, they are to be-

judged as both undesirable and dangegrous aliens.

B ; .-Contimm'! From A,-l. ‘ .
The information on Lennon was obtained by Thur:-  ‘matter the whole affair has been Bar

“but it is unclear whether other-

——

“Because of the delicate and explpsive nature of this
; . over to the
Immigration and Naturalization Sg¢rvice to ‘hardle.
Your office is to maintaina’ ant survéillange of
the residence and a periodic report 1s to be sent'to this

- office. All cooperation is to be givesi to the INS and all

reports are to be digested by this office.” - -

LENNON'S effort to remain in the United States was
complicated from the outset by another factor, ~ -

In 1971 and early 1972, Lennon was attempting with

_ his wife, Yoko Ono, to. gain custody.of her daughter,
‘Kyoko, from a previous marriage. A 1968 divorce set-

tlement between Yoko and film producer Anthony Cox
awarded custody to neither party. When it became

apparent that Cox was not going to permit visitation
-rights with the child, the Lennons returned .to the di-

;{o'}ce court in the U.S. Virgin Islands to seek legal re-
jef. . UL
- The tangled legal fight climaxed in Houston, TFex.,
when the Domestic Relations Cqurt there awarded
Yoko temporary custody of the child under the cndi-
tion that it be *‘exercised within the territorial limi}s of
the United States.” C : 2
The Houston court handed down its decisiop
March 3; 1972, just two days after Marks declin
grant Lennon an extension of his visa which exgi
Feb. 29; and two days after Marks, in refusing the
ggtuer:sxon, gave Lennon until’ March 15 to leave the
ntry. )

The timing of the custody proceedings played a‘cen-
tral role in Lennon’s run-in with INS officials, It was
the original reason Lennon sought an extension gf his
visitor's visa — a process Wildes terms *‘routine.’;

+
]

to

INTERVIEWS WITH present and former gopern-
ment officials directly involved in the case ir%cate
this sequence of events: , Y

Mitchell, on receiving the data from Thurmond,
passed it along to Richard Kleindienst, depuity‘attor-
ney general at the time. 2 LR

Kleindienst; in turn, sent the file to Rayriond E. Far-
rell, then commissioner of Immigration, who passed it
to James F. Greene, then associate commissioner and
now deputy commigsioner. : '

Greene forwarded-the file to Marks in the New York
District office, and Marks ordered his top trial attor-
ney, Vincent A. Schiano, to begin work on the Lennon
case. : :

m
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In the meantimp Marks had rejected Lennon's re-
quest for a visa mens?m. citing Lennon’s 1968 convic-
tion in England for possession of cannabis resin, an of-
fense falling under the excludable offenses provisions
of the Immigration Act. Lennon was able to enter the
United States under a waiver of the provision.

" ONE FACTOR Immigration officials refused to ac-

‘knowledge at the time, and which Wildes pried from
the service through legal action, was the formerly s2- -

cret INS operational policy of granting “‘non-priesity”’
status to selected alieps. If an alien wished to reside in
the United States but had a narcotics record, it was
possible, by applying the non-priority status, for the
agency to “lose” the case, often for years at a tine.

In a specific example, Immigration has applicd this
classification to one alien whose offenses include rape.
burglary, robbery, disorderly conduct and various
serious narcotics violations.

Immigration officials say non-priority status is
determined by the ‘‘equities” of applicant aliens —
considerations of a humanitarian nature which revicw-
ing officers determine outweigh derogatory informa-
tion on file.

Citing Lennon's multi-million dollar business inter-
ests in the United States and some 150 persons whose
livelihood depends on his music enterprises, Wildes
sought non-priority status for Lennon, but it was
denied.

IN THE days following Marks’ denial of the visa
extension, Immigration officials in New York began to
stumble over one another in a frenetic drive to carry
out the deportation order.

On March 6, agents delivered to Lennon an order
revoking his permission to remain in the country until
March 15.

The revocation order, which Wildes claims was is-
sued without foundation or explanation, was followed
by a similar demand on March 7. The March 6 order,
in the form of a letter from Marks, failed to take into
account the March 1 visa extension denial which al-
Jlowed Lennon until March 15 to leave under a volun-
tary departure clause.

Immigration was forced, sources say, to press the
Lennon departure before March 15 when the musi-
cian and his wife on March 3 filed an application for a
“third preference" visa — one granted to members of
the arts or the professions — and a stage in a petition
for-permanent residence. This strategy by Wildes
apparently was unanticipated by Immigration and de-
railed the smooth departure higher officials had antici-

pated. o
The third-preference visa application thrust the New

York INS office into such turmoil that it ordered Len-
non to appear at a show-cause hearing on March 16 —
one day after he was to have been out of the country.

" THE AGENCY now claimed two points for its case—

the 1968 drug offense and a charge of overstaying a
visa. Apparently officially ignored was the fact that
the overstay was created by two simultaneous and con-
flicting demands on Lennon — that he leave the United
States by March 15, and that he appear at the deporta-
tion hearing March 16.

A deportation hearing was held on May 17, 1972. Ou
March 23, 1973, the immigration judgre issued n ruling
that Lennon was deportable because of the narcstics
violation, and ordered him to leave the United Staics
within 60 days.

At the same time the judge granted Yoko permanent
residence in the United States.

Lennon then appealed the immigration judgpe’s rul-
ing to the Board of Immigration Appeals, which upheld
the government's position. Wildes has since appealed
the board’s ruling to the 2nd U.S. Court of Appeals in
New York City, where arguments will be heard carly
next year.

AT ONE POINT, the Labor Department issuwd a
cerification in Lennon’s behalf, and Imnigration did
grant him the third preference status, but adhered to
tht position that he is deportable on the basis of the
nacotics charge.

Turmond, recalling in a recent interview his role in
the:ase, said he received the information on Lennon

from a committee staff member and, “'as quick as he
showed it to me,” sent it to Mitchell.

1 thought the attorney general should have the
benefit (of the information),” Thurmond said, adding,
“Frankly, I don’t know whether we sent it to the White
House."

“We frequently forward matters to various agencies
as pertained to-them for their appropriate action,”
Thurmond said.

HE DECLINED, however, to reveal the substance of
his report o Mitchell or the contents of the cover let-
ter.

“In order to protect the people of this country, I feel
Congress should turn over matters to the appropriate
pranches of government,” Thurmond said.

Giresne, looking back on his initial involvement with
the Lennon episode, contends the case “was definitely
properly handled” by the Immigration Service, and
denes he was given orders on 1ts cisposition by Far-
rell, who was the head of Immigration.

While insisting that Leanon is deportable solely on
the basis of his drug conviction, Greene could not ex-
plain why the 118 other alien narcotics violators have
been given preferential treatment by the Immigration
Service, other than to say that their “equities” were
greater than Lennon’s.

Schiano, who is now in private immigration practice
in New York City, said the way in which the Lennon
case was handled reflects the widespread opportunity
and potential for corruption of the immigration proc-
ess.

«1 THINK the case may be a vehicle for re-cvaluation
of the law,"” he commented recently.

A hill in Congress, spoasored by Rep. Edward Koch,
I-N.Y. and Sen. Alan Cranston, D-Calif., would permit
the attorney general to excrcise discretion in immigra-
tion cases involving narcotics offenses. An aide to Koch
said the bill is stalled in the House immigration sub-
committee, and probably will be reintroduced in the
new Congress in January.

Schiano charges that political pressures were
brought to bear in the J.ennon case as in no other in his
lengthy Immigration carcer. “There was this atmas-
phere, and they leancd on the service to get sonething
going.” Schiano said.

Declaring that someone higher in the administration
sought a political trial of Lennon, Schiano says he was
against that tack from the outsct.

Schizne is convinced that by keeping politics out of
the prosccution phase of the bennon case, he avoided
unnecessary complications. *“I robbed him of his case
Uy keeping it clean,” Schiano said.

WILDES HAS a personal theory on what may have
coniributed to Lennon's troubles with Immigration.

*1n my opinion the Scnate Internal Security Commit-
tee had a-staff study that said: ‘These groups are al}
troublemakers, they carry bombs and so on. They are
not crowd-getters but they do make a lot of noise.” ™

v And then we have an alien who was one of the big-
gest crowd-getters,”” and who was Wildes says the staff
belicved, going to the Republican National Convention.
That, Wildes says, was enough for Thurmond to start
the ball rolling.

Wildes alse belicves Nixon himself was personally
informed of Lennon's activities and dirccted Klein-
divnst to produce a repet. (ne source noded that, at-
tached 10 FLennon's file in the New York Immigration
office, there is a note from Kleindienst saying, “let’s
getonthis.”

FVEN THOUGH the cvidence in the case indicates
violations of the letter and spirit of immigration law,
INS of ficials refuse to change the service’s position.

In ap ivterview with a Washington Star reporter in
1962, former commuissioner Farrell said:

“We shouldn't ahways follow the law to the letter but

use a little of the milk of human kindness in our deal-

inTs with people.”

f.cnnon continues 1o live and work in New York City.
He and Yoko are no longer living together, though nei-
ther has filed for a legal separation. Personal friends
ol both have said that the combined strain of the custu-
dy fight and the immigration dispute prabably contrib-
uted centrally to a breakdown of their relationship.

1735



